
Ashley R <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ashley R <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashley R

Hooman Melamed <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Hooman Melamed <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I find it so outrageous and
immoral to allow trophy hunting and killing these voiceless defenseless animals to feed ones
sick selfish ego. This must stop. These animals have the same rights to survive and be free as
we humans do. It is our job to protect them up we must ensure their survival. Please don't allow
this council from forming. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and



viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Hooman
Melamed

ROCHELLE Douglas-Holt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: ROCHELLE Douglas-Holt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ROCHELLE Douglas-Holt

Holly Nottingham <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Holly Nottingham <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Holly Nottingham

Barbara Lovett <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Lovett <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Barbara Lovett

Rachel Hill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rachel Hill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:11:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is in no
way a sport. This is a disgusting practice and is destroying our environment. Pleaae do not
encourage this disgraceful practice. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rachel Hill

Carrie Phelps <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carrie Phelps <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carrie Phelps

Cheryl Hawley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cheryl Hawley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This has to stop before we
don't have any Wildlife at all hunting for trophy is useless and barbaric it has to stop It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cheryl Hawley

Sally Sandine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sally Sandine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:26:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sally Sandine

Kim Clarkson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kim Clarkson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is deplorable! I can't
express my disgust enough at the attitude a man would need for this. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kim Clarkson

Aram Masoumi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Aram Masoumi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop ruining our eco
system for greed! We can't breath money! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Aram Masoumi

Melda Jones <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melda Jones <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop Trophy
Hunting!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a



charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Melda Jones

Kinnerq Gudipaty <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kinnerq Gudipaty <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Is it worth the pain they go
through? How can you justify taking someone's life just for fun? What if it was a family member
of yours in place of the animal? They have emotions too, THEY FEEL PAIN TOO! Please stop
this! It is extremely extremely unfair and cruel and there is nothing that can justify this cruel cruel
cruel heartbreaking act! I'm begging you to put an end to this suffering of theirs ! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kinnerq Gudipaty



Dawn Chaney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dawn Chaney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dawn Chaney

Judith King <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judith King <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith King

Gary Pine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gary Pine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is an atrocity. How
can this be allowed? It's disturbing and despicable! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gary Pine

Ayten Manson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ayten Manson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please stop!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ayten Manson

Lori Weber <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lori Weber <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lori Weber



Ellen Tieszen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ellen Tieszen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not objects.
They are sentient creatures who have value to themselves and in themselves. If you believe in a
Creator, they are His creation, a manifestation of His love and character. Each is unique. No two
carry the same DNA. When you kill, you are permanently erasing the life of a unique,
irreplaceable individual. If you are an atheist, surely you must marvel at the intricacy of nature.
Surely you must realize that amongst all planets (of which we are aware) life on Planet Earth is
unique and precious. Whether you take a theistic approach or an athiestic approach, all life is
precious. Value life, value goodness. Don't destroy and plunder It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Tieszen

Jennifer Landrigan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer Landrigan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I don't even kill bugs. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is



worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer Landrigan

Susan Ray <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Ray <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Ray

Elaine Becker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elaine Becker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elaine Becker

lynn henderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: lynn henderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see



international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lynn henderson

Diane Bugliarelli <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diane Bugliarelli <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting!!! Please abandon your plans to establish a council. Thank you. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diane Bugliarelli

Erin Devine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Erin Devine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erin Devine

Kelli Hall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kelli Hall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelli Hall

Becky Breeding <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Becky Breeding <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Becky Breeding

Veronica Talburt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Veronica Talburt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Veronica Talburt

Dorothy Davis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dorothy Davis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dorothy Davis

Loreto Fillat de Acosta <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Loreto Fillat de Acosta <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. US Government Not to
Encourage Trophy Hunting! I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International



Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its
creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the
"benefits that result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however,
trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Dr. Loreto Fillat de Acosta It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Loreto Fillat de Acosta

Pamela Clark <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pamela Clark <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Clark

Amy Poulin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Amy Poulin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amy Poulin

Judy Hart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Judy Hart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judy Hart

Shelley-marie poirier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Shelley-marie poirier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shelley-marie poirier

Julia Wiltshire <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Julia Wiltshire <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julia Wiltshire

Christine Cerqueda <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Christine Cerqueda <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please come to your
senses. Killing is never conservation. Act on your concience and stop trying to please a group of



moneyed bloodthirsty egomaniacs. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christine
Cerqueda

LaSanda Breivogel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: LaSanda Breivogel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop encouraging trophy
hunting, the killing needs to stop! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, LaSanda
Breivogel



Julija Merljak <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Julija Merljak <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:21:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julija Merljak

Connie Perez Moreno <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Connie Perez Moreno <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What in the world is wrong
with these people. They are not hunting for food but for pleasure shame on them! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,



and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Connie Perez Moreno

Sand Taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sand Taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sand Taylor

heather Feeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: heather Feeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It's disheartening to think
you would open up the opportunity for trophy hunting. These animals are becoming extinct.
Please reconsider. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, heather Feeley

jody sherman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: jody sherman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jody sherman



Joann Ramos <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joann Ramos <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joann Ramos

lydia garvey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: lydia garvey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Nix trophy hunting!!! Do
your job-Protect wildlife! Zinke's desire to prioritize the demands of wildlife exploiters above the
desires of the majority of Americans who favor effective conservation policy. Trophy hunting is
not a sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. Your attention to this most urgent matter would be
much appreciated by all present & future generations of all species. Thank you Lydia Garvey
Public Health Nurse 429 S 24th st Clinton OK 73601 It is not only shortsighted but also



disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lydia garvey

Heather Martin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heather Martin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Rude. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Heather Martin

Robin Rysavy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Robin Rysavy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robin Rysavy

Jennifer Maniar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer Maniar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I urge you to refrain from
forming this council to promote hunting. Hunting does not promote conservation of exotic game.
It's time to actually protect this wildlife, not kill it. Thanking you for your cooperation and
assistance regarding this matter. Sincerely, Jennifer Maniar 415-816-8080 It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely



depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer Maniar

Deborah Beattie <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Beattie <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please NO to trophy
hunting!! This is an obscene assault on the last of the worlds great creatures!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Deborah Beattie

Diane and Syd Marcus <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diane and Syd Marcus <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We oppose all hunting on
an ethical, moral and ecological basis. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Diane and Syd Marcus

Carol Dorn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carol Dorn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is
Inhumane And Immoral ! It's only for cowards, even men who have been hunting for years
denounce the murder of these defenseless animals! There is no benefit to wildlife conservation
for American men to travel to a foreign country and murder defenseless animals except to fill the
greedy, corrupt, pockets of people in their government! They say in many cases the indigent
people are supposed to reap the benefits from this despicable so called sport, but that is far
from the truth! Also many of these animals that are being slaughtered are going to become
extinct before long! This Council is for nothing more than a corrupt way of getting these people
dirty money! I would advise the Fish and Wildlife Service of the U.S. reconsider even
acknowledging this disgusting Council because trophy hunting truly benefits nothing or no one
who is interested in helping the communities and the citizens. There is absolutely nothing good
to come from it or be said for it! Truly Yours. Carol Dorn It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Dorn

Leslie Carlile <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Leslie Carlile <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is killing for
pleasure. This is a sin. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leslie Carlile

Helen Moissant <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Helen Moissant <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are disturbed by
Secretary Zinke's desire to prioritize the demands of wildlife exploiters above the desires of the
majority of Americans who favor effective conservation policy. Trophy hunting is not a
sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Helen Moissant

Barbara Hines <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Hines <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see



international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Hines

Cynthia Mann <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cynthia Mann <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Save wildlife don't destroy
it! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cynthia Mann

Janis Keller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janis Keller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than



dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janis Keller

Giovani Su <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Giovani Su <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the massacre now !!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Giovani Su

John Viacrucis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: John Viacrucis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
regressive, outdated hobby that would only drive animals into extinction. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, John Viacrucis

Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Flynn

Heidi Handsaker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heidi Handsaker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heidi Handsaker

Gabriela Broju <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gabriela Broju <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gabriela Broju

Jewell Batway <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jewell Batway <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jewell Batway

sharah keenan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: sharah keenan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sharah keenan

Carole H <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carole H <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should
NOT even be an option to discuss. When all is gone, WHERE will your children be? Your
grandchildren, well, they probably won't even be here to know of anything. ALL animals are a
vital part of an earth which forms a basis for sustainability for ALL living things to be able to live.
When one breaks the chain of this whole equasion, then everything else crumbles around it.This
is NOT rocket science but simple common sense. Wake up and smell the roses.... It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride



or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carole H

Mark Nonnenberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mark Nonnenberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please consider banning
all foreign game killed from entering the states. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Mark Nonnenberg

Dorothy Savage <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dorothy Savage <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting. Abandon your plan to establish an advisory council. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dorothy Savage

Lynn Garza <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynn Garza <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing a defenseless
animal does NOT make it a TROPHY !! The "person" did not EARN anything ( such as a
TROPHY) . They simply murdered an animal that was unable to defend itself , particularly if it
wad a CANNED hunt ! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of



trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lynn Garza

Arlene Patoray <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Arlene Patoray <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Arlene Patoray

Taylor Burgara <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Taylor Burgara <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please rethink this
decision before you allow hundreds of animals on the brink of extinction to become extinct due
to you, and the humans you allow to kill these animals. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An



analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Taylor Burgara

val brumby <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: val brumby <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I would ask that the US
govt not to enable or allow trophy hunting and certainly no expansion at all, of any form of it.
Any truly knowledgeable wildlife biologist knows that trophy hunting claims ,that it is
conservation ,is utterly absurd,unfounded and based in no scientific fact~ In point of fact, studies
show that for long term conservation and preservation wildlife tourism is by far the more
effective and supplies long term jobs for locals and income for the community rather than the
amount a one time trophy hunter provides and no animals are killed with wildlife tourism .Trophy
hunting is also not a sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. The additional fact is
that trophy hunting demeans and destroys the inherent worth of the animals.~ The beauty and
fascination of wildlife alone makes them worth more alive as a tourist attraction than dead.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters' target-
-has devastating effects on the gene pool over time~ Killing off the largest and healthiest goes
against the natural order ~ predators most often target the weakest and slowest or oldest and
sick~ thereby leaving healthier and younger ones to continue to add to a healthy population .
Trophy hunters do not care about healthy ecosystems, nor the inherent worth of any animal, but
only how big or magnificent looking the animal is to put on their wall or as a skin. Lastly, in any
truly civilized ,enlightened society we would condemn the killing of any creature for pleasure or
profit~ It should be considered aberrant behavior to enjoy killing animals and discouraged. at
every opportunity The majority of people are against trophy hunting and to allow this, would not
only be pandering to a small but wealthy , powerful few ,but it is environmentally irresponsible
and panders to the lowest form of so called entertainment and activity . Thank you. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than



killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, val brumby

Harriet Skowronek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Harriet Skowronek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Harriet Skowronek

Yogi Caldwell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Yogi Caldwell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yogi Caldwell

John Oda <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: John Oda <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, John Oda

Alexandr Galushka <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alexandr Galushka <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alexandr Galushka

Emmanuel Salazar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Emmanuel Salazar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Emmanuel Salazar

Rebecca Huffman-Dunford <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rebecca Huffman-Dunford <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Well this is very upsetting
because Trump's son is a great white hunter and just doesn't help matters at all when it comes
to getting people to stop killing our wild animals ...they were not meant to be trophys...they have
every right to live here on this earth as we do ...alll of our animals do. It's such a shame that the
love of money will just make people to the unthinkable to fill their pockets and it needs to be
stopped for good !!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rebecca
Huffman-Dunford



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<titabatz@gmail.com>

From: <titabatz@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Martita Meier
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gailart5@optonline.net>

From: <gailart5@optonline.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. In this day and age, with
so many animals facing so many existential threats, it is unconscionable to encourage trophy
hunting. Let people learn how to use a camera if they want to capture the thrill of encounters
with wildlife. Canned hunting is simply murder, and those who enjoy it should be ashamed of
themselves. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gail Schneider
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dajanalucicpa@gmail.com>

From: <Dajanalucicpa@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
psychopath traits such as trophy hunting. No wonder we have mass shootings in this country
when trophy hunting is encouraged. The victims are f mass schooling are a trophy to them . End
this trophy hunt glorification! It's psychopathic and promotes and normalizes unessearry
inflictiOn of pain and death on a sentient being which is truly textbook traits of a psychopath or
mass shooter and serial killers. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dajana Steele
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lula821@gmail.com>

From: <Lula821@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 22:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christine Lincoln
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kmg_14@hotmail.com>

From: <kmg_14@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kristin Green
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gmdarlow@hotmail.com>

From: <gmdarlow@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are sentient
beings and should be treated as such. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Glen Darlow
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Myadidazwastaken@hotmail.com>

From: <Myadidazwastaken@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine Cole
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Anapettit59@gmail.com>

From: <Anapettit59@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please help, thank you! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bryana Pettit
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Gensimon2011@hotmail.com>

From: <Gensimon2011@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Genevieve Simon
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<priyanka.pt69@gmail.com>

From: <priyanka.pt69@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 21:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop animal abuse
and hunting them. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Priyanka Tiwari
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<epalcich@cpinternet.com>

From: <epalcich@cpinternet.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elanne Palcich
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Nigonza2@asu.edu>

From: <Nigonza2@asu.edu>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ninette Gonzalez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<franhunt@comcast.net>

From: <franhunt@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting, this serves no purpose other that to raise money from selling permits to kill and
feeding the insecurity of little men who feel powerful by taking away the life of innocent animals.
Please don't contribute to the cruelty. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
FRANCES HUNT
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Whitewolf61870@gmail.com>

From: <Whitewolf61870@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE DON'T DO
THIS.OUR WILDLIFE ARE IN PERIL AS IT IS WITH POACHERS LET ALONE TROPHY
HUNTING. THESE ANIMALS ARE HERE TO SURVIVE LIKE WE ARE.WEARE SUPPOSE TO
BE THEIR VOICE AND KEEP THEM ALL SAFE FROM HARM. WE NEED TO PROTECT
THEM NOT KILL THEM.PLEASE DON'T LET THIS HAPPEN, STOP THE KILLING OF OUR
BEAUTIFUL FRIENDS. AND THEY ARE GODS CREATURES. JUST SAY NO TO ANY AND
ALL TROPHY HUNTERS.THANK YOU!!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Kimberly Shannon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dababico@ix.netcom.com>

From: <dababico@ix.netcom.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Denise Scholz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<molliemorrissette@poisonedpets.com>

From: <molliemorrissette@poisonedpets.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mollie Morrissette
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hope4daisies@gmail.com>

From: <hope4daisies@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christeen Anderson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Bethmarino@comcast.net>

From: <Bethmarino@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Marino
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Claudia.hoff@cox.net>

From: <Claudia.hoff@cox.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Are you kidding me? In the
year 2017, we are debating a council on trophy hunting? Please, let's remember that hunting is
barbaric and cruel. No animal has a chance against a gun. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Claudia Hoff
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jennymlanglois@gmail.com>

From: <Jennymlanglois@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Langlois
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ldgcosta@gmail.com>

From: <ldgcosta@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To allow trophy hunting is
one of the worst things that could happen to innocent animals. The killing of endangered and
innocent animals for sport just to put it's head on a wall is disgusting! This cruel practice needs
to end NOW!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lynn Costa
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sselbin@hotmail.com>

From: <sselbin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Selbin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sally.ranscombe@gmail.com>

From: <Sally.ranscombe@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sally Hood
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Shawnariggs93@gmail.com>

From: <Shawnariggs93@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't establish the
councel , we need these animals alive !!! Not dead ! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shawna Riggs
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<Kry@american-ecosystems.com>

From: <Kry@american-ecosystems.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop all trophy hunting It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kevin Youngberg
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<rockstarlinda1@gmail.com>

From: <rockstarlinda1@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. NO trophy hunting. It's
barbaric and a wast of one of God's living being. It's disgusting. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, linda blair
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<Salmantonia@gmail.com>

From: <Salmantonia@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am absolutely outraged
that this is even legal in 2017. We share this Planet with these animals-- what gives us the right
to eradicate them so cruelly? As an excuse for "conservation"? If safari parks know they can
make 50 to 100k by advertising trophy hunting-- of course they will do that! And falsely calling it
"conservation" to make people feel noble about it. It is absolutely heartbreaking how we treat
this Planet, and all the other creatures we share it with. Shooting defenseless animals that are
peacefully grazing with their families. Beings that have no way of getting justice. No way of
hiring a lawyer or going in front of a judge to beg for their lives or get millions of dollars in
settlements for the murders of their families. :( Please put a stop to trophy hunting. It is not
conservation in any form. And any true God that anyone believes created this Planet-- -how
would any true enlightened Being ever sanction this kind of thing? Create animals that feel pain
and fear and joy and sadness just as we do-- and then encourage us to kill them to put their
heads on our walls? Its so asinine. Please stop trophy hunting!!! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Antonia Salm
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<aaron_grafton@hotmail.com>

From: <aaron_grafton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 20:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Aaron Grafton
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<dp2141957@gmail.com>

From: <dp2141957@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Davi Parrish
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<Paulwmorgan@hotmail.com>

From: <Paulwmorgan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Paul Morgan
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<ekatfish@hotmail.com>

From: <ekatfish@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katlyn Stranger
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<Sarah01@strongparty.net>

From: <Sarah01@strongparty.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please you must
understand the cruelty of your decision. These animals have no means of defending
themselves. You can't just go and kill them. These animals are out building families and
surviving The same as we are, who are you to go in and slaughter them for fun!? It's morally
wrong and completely mental. You guys have the audacity to call your self a conservation
society but you strive to conserve nothing but your idea of fun. Leave these animals alone. Let
them live. You have no right to destroy their families and laugh about it. What you're doing is
sick. I refuse to stand for it. It's very hypocritical of your society as well, the world was repulsed
at the killing of Cecil the lion, but yet you guys will encourage Americans to go and do exactly
the same that just happened. I strongly encourage you reconsider. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Strong
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<Nikkiecon@gmail.com>

From: <Nikkiecon@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is horrific
and a waste of beautiful, endangered animals. My regret is that those hunted animals can't
defend themselves against these cowardly cretins! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nikki Economou
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<debsludwig@gmail.com>

From: <debsludwig@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Ludwig
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<immunobro@gmail.com>

From: <immunobro@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joe Goldufsky
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<lloyd@tobywells.org>

From: <lloyd@tobywells.org>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting disgusts
me. I pay tax dollars to employ government officials to do the best work for the people not to
encourage trophy hunting. I am vehemently opposed to this behavior. US GOVERNMENT DO
NOT ENCOURAGE TROPHY HUNTING! Look around at the horrible actions of people against
people. They're trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lloyd Wells
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<Sah5828@gmail.con>

From: <Sah5828@gmail.con>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. A species is not conserved
through killing. Not when it is already endangered. The rate at which we are losing animals in
their native habitats is alarming and for the sake of our future children and their children I
implore you to no longer encourage these ludicrous trophy hunts, so that future generations
may still have something to explore and learn about when we are long gone. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sara Harvey
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<vicary@alaska.net>

From: <vicary@alaska.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Pease consider the
dwindling natural resources and how they are being disrespected with further trophy hunting
around the world. Join me in cherishing other living beings in our world so they and we may
prosper, rather than destroying life in the name of conservation. Please consider not forming a
council that appears to help conservation when actually it would be promoting a few peoples
sport. Thank You for considering my views. Clyde It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, clyde vicary
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Rishabh.c.2601@gmail.com>

From: <Rishabh.c.2601@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rishabh
Chourasia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hunterstep@gmail.com>

From: <hunterstep@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting, a
horrendous oxymoron, should never be glamorized, condoned or advocated by any sane
human being on this planet. These animals, like children, are innocent beings. They only want
to live. Let them. May those that harm the majestic animals (or directly allow it to happen)
endure the same pain and suffering they impose on the innocent creatures. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stephanie Bamonte
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tegwin O'Connor

<tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tegwin O'Connor
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<haley12300@gmail.com>

From: <haley12300@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Haley Marino
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ckh1956@cox.net>

From: <ckh1956@cox.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. it is all a buddy deal phony
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, cheryl coleman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<margaretrose7@hotmail.com>

From: <margaretrose7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ask the US Government
Not to Encourage Trophy Hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nicola Skeggs
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<Federicam22@gmail.com>

From: <Federicam22@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Federica Murgia



Conversation Contents
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<sylvia-allen2012@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <sylvia-allen2012@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon your
plans to form a new "international wildlife conservation council", its goal to boost public
awareness of the benefits that result from US citizens travelling abroad to engage in hunting is
in my opinion wrong. Trophy hunting is not an effective or ethical method of conservation. All the
council would be doing is justifying the demands of the few citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. This makes the US look really bad to the rest of the world and is
abhorant to the majority of citizens who value international wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sylvia Allen
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<rreed@va.metrocast.net>

From: <rreed@va.metrocast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 18:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert M/Carol G Reed
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<diane_weinstein@msn.com>

From: <diane_weinstein@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Weinstein
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<hairballs@comcast.net>

From: <hairballs@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Ludwig
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<Ryaeger58@gmail.com>

From: <Ryaeger58@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Renee Yaeger
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<bandnentx2@comcast.net>

From: <bandnentx2@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The only sure way to
promote conservation and raise the public's awareness is to engage in tourist safaris where the
only shooting done is with a camera. Besides getting to see the magnificent animals in their own
habitat, those who do take photos, will have a permanent recollection of their experience. Our
planet's wildlife is facing more than enough, sometimes more than they can deal with. Our
wildlife species certainly do not need more of the public wanting to slaughter them for fun or so
they can experience the 'high' of killing. We all must learn to co-exist without mankind
plundering our planet's riches. Otherwise, our planet will not have a very bright future nor an
extensive one. USFWS should definitely NOT encourage the public to hunt and kill for trophies.
The money would be better spent helping the residents directly, most of whom do care about
conservation, not for an animal's head and/or skin. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Meute
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<laptoplani@gmail.com>

From: <laptoplani@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lani Hink



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Tjohnson0310@gmail.com>

From: <Tjohnson0310@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tiffany Stair
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cmurray@nebnet.net>

From: <cmurray@nebnet.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Murray
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu>

From: <Connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Connor Hansell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lesleyfishwick@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <lesleyfishwick@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lesley Fishwick
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Elizabeth.huntnickerson@gmail.com>

From: <Elizabeth.huntnickerson@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop trophy
hunting. I am not against hunting for food but I am against hunting for sport. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elizabeth Hunt-Nickerson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jen@parrishrelics.com>

From: <jen@parrishrelics.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Parrish-Hill



Conversation Contents
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<elena.wolf1973@gmail.com>

From: <elena.wolf1973@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elena Wolf
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<hawklady3486@embarqmail.com>

From: <hawklady3486@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christine Lockhart
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<Gossipgirl5688@gmail.com>

From: <Gossipgirl5688@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is disgusting. I don't
want to live in a country that allows such senseless violence against defenseless animals. Let
the animals live. They don't deserve to be killed by evil rich guys who want to get off. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Celina Glitta
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<igcaymanfrigate@gmail.com>

From: <igcaymanfrigate@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The conflict of interest and
corruption at the level of Safari Club International / Dallas Safari Club / USFWS is costing the
world our wildlife. Proposing that killing is conservation is fraud and the conflict of interest needs
to be stopped through intervention by Department of Justice and Office of Inspector General.
Hunt Clubs should not be afforded non profit 501 (c) status because they are not charities or
philanthropists. This archaic corrupt system needs to end if we are to save wildlife. Hunters are
not stakeholders in wildlife conservation. They are extinction, not conservation and should not
be employed in our government or private conservation organizations. If you would like to reach
out to the Office of Inspector General at the Department of Interior, you can find contact
information at https://www.doioig.gov/ https://www.irs.gov/pub/irs-pdf/f13909.pdf It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ian Giles
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<Northstar@fairpoint.net>

From: <Northstar@fairpoint.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 17:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jeanie fine
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<beattieemily@gmail.com>

From: <beattieemily@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Emily Beattie



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kwhee10392@gmail.com>

From: <kwhee10392@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine Wheeler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<katieachilli@gmail.com>

From: <katieachilli@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katie Achilli
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<josephyannuzzi@verizon.net>

From: <josephyannuzzi@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Yannuzzi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<liznedeff@hotmail.com>

From: <liznedeff@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Nedeff
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dlcwl@live.com>

From: <dlcwl@live.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not support
international trophy hunting. Why would anyone want to slaughter these majestic animals?
There really is no reason for this. Do not support greed and the senseless slaughter of wildlife. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Debra Loveall
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dancerocker17@hotmail.com>

From: <Dancerocker17@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Don't allow trophy hunting!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Erica Mills
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<raju.gc@gmx.com>

From: <raju.gc@gmx.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, raju gupta
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<fran2454@gmail.com>

From: <fran2454@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Frances Ostempowski
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Noelleflamenco@gmail.com>

From: <Noelleflamenco@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Noelle Backman



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wotanskraft@hotmail.com>

From: <wotanskraft@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gunter Singer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<csmacdonald2@gmail.com>

From: <csmacdonald2@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Colin Macdonald
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jmcclelland9190@gmail.com>

From: <Jmcclelland9190@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It breaks my heart that we
allow the killing of animals who should be given the right to live their life in the wild and not be
hunted and killed. Trophy hunting is not only unethical but it contributes to so many negative
aspects! Don't let this be a domino effect It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Jessica McClelland
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Augiezero@hotmail.com>

From: <Augiezero@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, August Clark



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<beachmama7@msn.com>

From: <beachmama7@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
UNACCEPTABLE. Soon these wondrous beings will be extinct or only visible to the public in
cages in zoos. Please put an END to trophy hunting and do NOT establish this council...for the
sake of us and all future generations. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
marilyn boehm
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vcarbia@hotmail.com>

From: <vcarbia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vanessa Carbia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dogs3@zoominternet.net>

From: <dogs3@zoominternet.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I do not have an
experience of shooting an animal for ANY reason, especially for the fun of it, or whatever reason
Trophy Hunters do it for. But I do stand up for all animals who are wronged..Leave the animals
for all to admire: Alive! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Debbie Baird
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Gliondrach@gmail.com>

From: <Gliondrach@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote
trophy hunting. It is immoral and cruel and has no place in the 21st-century. Look ahead rather
than back to the ignorant past. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Martin Boyle
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<b_red@hotmail.com>

From: <b_red@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What a crock of shit. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brad Miller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lauriesuhr@hotmail.com>

From: <lauriesuhr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Mshar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<heidestudio@gmail.com>

From: <heidestudio@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 16:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. let's not kill these
marvelous animals in other countries. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Heide Fasnacht
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dickandpat3@gmail.com>

From: <dickandpat3@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is appalling that trophy
hunting could ever be considered conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Adina Parsley
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<foranimalsalways@gmail.com>

From: <foranimalsalways@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Edwards
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<kab2632@netzero.net>

From: <kab2632@netzero.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherin Balles
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jesus_christ_saves@hotmail.com>

From: <jesus_christ_saves@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Simone Woolgar
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<galacticcherokee@gmail.com>

From: <galacticcherokee@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:26:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie Sequichie-Kerchee
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<galiamann@gmail.com>

From: <galiamann@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Galia Mann-Hielscher
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<klavelle@shaw.ca>

From: <klavelle@shaw.ca>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, kathleen lavelle
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<maria.schulz54@gmail.com>

From: <maria.schulz54@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maria Schulz
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<annafriedman@gmail.com>

From: <annafriedman@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ?nna Friedman



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Fredricksona@bellsouth.net>

From: <Fredricksona@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:11:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. From shooting bears, cubs
and wolves in their dens in Alaska to removing the records of welfare violations, to now wanting
to promote trophy hunting. All you have done so far in office is attack innocent animals and not
listen or help the American people. We are outraged! Stop focusing on killing everything your
dirty hands can touch and do what is right by God. Leave the animals alone! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amy Alexander
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<wnnprz@gmail.com>

From: <wnnprz@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Winnie Perez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<psfinla@gmail.com>

From: <psfinla@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no proof that
trophy hunting aids in conservation. There is a great deal of proof that photographing animals in
their natural habitat thru ecotourism helps both the animals and the local economy. Please do
not allow trophy hunting to continue. We are supposed to be stewards of the environment, not
its destroyers. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Phyllis Foster
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<BulldogTwist@hotmail.com>

From: <BulldogTwist@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:06:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
bloodsports. They are not sport at all, just an excuse to kill. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Frankire Robins
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<sbost23@hotmail.com>

From: <sbost23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It goes without saying that
many species are now either endangered or seriously threatened with extinction. Trophy
hunting is one of the causes that has resulted in species like the white and black rhino and
different species of elephants, tigers, giraffe, lions, and so on falling in numbers and now being
threatened with extinction. And for what would that be? A trophy is not a good reason. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, MARTY BOSTIC
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<Lmaunz@gmail.com>

From: <Lmaunz@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. In no way is this ok.
Biodiversity is invaluable. And extinction is non-reversible. Why do we have to ask you to not
promote trophy hunting?!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leta Maunz
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<merrinbuchan@xtra.co.nz>

From: <merrinbuchan@xtra.co.nz>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Serial killers often keep
trophies of their hunts. If caught, they face life in prison or the death penalty. Those who hunt
and kill the wild animals of this earth for sport under the guise of 'conservation' are of the same
ilk. It's obscene to get pleasure from downing majestic, and often endangered, animals. Those
who do are a disgrace to themselves and to humanity. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Merrin Buchan



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Danicapossoli@gmail.com>

From: <Danicapossoli@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Danielle Capossoli
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<ldgcosta@gmail.com>

From: <ldgcosta@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 15:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Costa
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<1964tina.m@gmai.com>

From: <1964tina.m@gmai.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop aub dit moorden alle
leven wordt vernietigd. En dat voor het plezier. Is moorden plezant? Is het moorden sportief? Is
dit afschuwelijke moorden verantwoord?. Stop het moorden nu!!! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tina Michelakis
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<Hamsandmt@gmail.com>

From: <Hamsandmt@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I implore you not to
establish the Intl Wildlife Conservation Council- over 80% of trophy hunters come from US &
Canada. Trophy hunting does not aide Conservation. No on this council!! Having just returned
from Africa I saw first hand how these animals are being dessimated by hunting & poaching.
People paying $250,000 to kill a rare rhino- $50,000 to kill a male lion when lion populations are
plummeting. Stop this insanity now!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda
Sandman
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<vivekthakkar143@gmail.com>

From: <vivekthakkar143@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. END this stupidity every
life matters if it's a human's life or animal's , bird's life. US was a good place now it's turning to
GARBAGE. Save the nature save all lifes. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Vivek Thacker
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<louandnancylines@gmail.com>

From: <louandnancylines@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Some species are hanging
onto their existence by a thread. To allow hunters to kill them for bragging rights is
reprehensible. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nancy lines
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<andrew.willman@hotmail.com>

From: <andrew.willman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It's time to appreciate
these awesome animals rather than kiling them. Please stop this senseless activity. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Andrew Willman
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<ganesv1200@gmail.com>

From: <ganesv1200@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is imperative that wildlife
is preserved and protected at all costs from hunters and destroyers disguised as
conservationists to fool the world.We most animal lovers do not approve of this tactic of
destruction but require the AWI to abandon all efforts to further destroy wild animals near
extinction.Please Mr Zinke reverse your decision and listen to the good people to protect them
for the future generation and let them roam free instead of killing them for pleasure. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, ganesh velu

<ganesv1200@gmail.com>

From: <ganesv1200@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ganesh velu
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<helene.blochlinger@gmail.com>

From: <helene.blochlinger@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Helene Blöchlinger
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<Rjlewis6@gmail.com>

From: <Rjlewis6@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert Lewis



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stacyswim255@hotmail.com>

From: <stacyswim255@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stacy Lang
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<jstufflebeam@gmail.com>

From: <jstufflebeam@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is the
greatest waste of life, honor and integrity. I used to be a hunter but never a trophy hunter. Often
you have a guide who shows you where to look. You have a rifle that can kill miles away if you
have an open area. You want to take old the biggest and with the most "points" so YOU ARE
THE BEST. The biggest and best are also the ones who bred and product the strongest and
best. That to me is the path of nature to bring perfection. Not to put a trophy on the wall to tell
the world "I am the best". If you have to "{tell the world" you are NOT the best. If that is
important to you, go out without guidance, with only a knife, then you can claim a trophy. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, J Stufflebeam
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<tapdancinginlasvegas@netzero.net>

From: <tapdancinginlasvegas@netzero.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP TROPHY
HUNTING!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marilyn Koff

<tapdancinginlasvegas@netzero.net>

From: <tapdancinginlasvegas@netzero.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Koff
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<jrnorvell@cox.net>

From: <jrnorvell@cox.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joan Norvell



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Emeraldiclark@hotmail.com>

From: <Emeraldiclark@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow trophy
hunting in the US; it's a disgusting & inhumane practice!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Emerald Clark
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<Bonkim@mymts.net>

From: <Bonkim@mymts.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bonnie Kallert



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Niniturano@gmail.com>

From: <Niniturano@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Seeing images and news
of the cruelty that is placed upon wildlife and nature as a whole is something that really hits a
nervewith me . The world can't change with one message but I think that people and nations as
wholes need to take action. Wildlife is so crucial to our environment and it is not up to hunters or
poachers to select which animals get to live. While not everyone is an animal person, it is not
justified or moral to do this. Hunting and poaching is not a sport and harming animals is so
incredibly horrible I simply do not understand why people chose to do it. I hope just his message
along with other kind people's submissions helps to make a dofference because people need to
stop acting barbaric. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nicole Turano
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<sweetiecatandme@hotmail.com>

From: <sweetiecatandme@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 14:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, kim koch
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<gohsman@charter.net>

From: <gohsman@charter.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tery Gohsman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jen@hvyglass.com>

From: <Jen@hvyglass.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennie ROZZELL
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<xmirrorx71@hotmail.com>

From: <xmirrorx71@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chris Christodoulou
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bkhllc@gmail.com>

From: <bkhllc@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, kay shafer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Gilliansieni@telkomsa.net>

From: <Gilliansieni@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't do this.
Consider the animals. And don't Help sick humans to satisfy their blood lust in this deplorable
manner It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gill Sieni
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lena_bean@hotmail.com>

From: <lena_bean@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This needs to stop now.
This is not a sport....this is killing Gods beautiful creatures for ones own pleasure and it is very
wrong. These people need to find value in all of Gods creatures lives....STOP!!!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lena Paszek
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cgreen1019@gmail.com>

From: <cgreen1019@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, christian green
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ptomeske@msn.com>

From: <ptomeske@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, patricia tomeske
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ispybluesky@hotmail.com>

From: <ispybluesky@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Technological advances
give the hunted no chance at life but rather places a sentient being in fear, pain and suffering
that further destroys their herd network damaging and possibly destroying the viability of the
entire group. This should not in any human vernacular be considered "sport" or "entertainment."
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shelly Bugenis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lesagbryant@gmail.com>

From: <Lesagbryant@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lesa Grotsky-Bryant
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<acescon@gmail.com>

From: <acescon@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop trophy hunting It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cescon Andreas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<priesteres@hotmail.com>

From: <priesteres@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this useless
slaughter. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Massie
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<Danielle.l.arfin@gmail.com>

From: <Danielle.l.arfin@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Danielle Arfin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<guilesn@hotmail.com>

From: <guilesn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a horrendous
shame ! How can humans promote such atrocity ?? Killing creatures is NOT something to be
proud of !! Stop it now !! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Guilherme
Sartori
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<kyleghaines@gmail.com>

From: <kyleghaines@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kyle Haines
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<niclee82@gmail.com>

From: <niclee82@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:16:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicholas Lee
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nicying@gmail.com>

From: <nicying@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Loh
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<Vivianflores04@gmail.com>

From: <Vivianflores04@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Our children and children's
children are going to grow up only seeing these animals in books, on computer screens, and in
museums if we continue to keep brutally murdering all these innocent animals. Hunting will
never be a sport. Ask yourself- what is the difference between sneaking up on, plotting, setting
traps, and stalking an animal, only to murder it and their families? Isn't this exactly what psychos
do to humans and their families? Is it a considered a sport then? It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Viviana Flores
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Thepoohka@msn.com>

From: <Thepoohka@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Cruelty is not fun or
entertainment! Don't encourage it! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michelle
Ognjanovic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<j-and@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <j-and@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Lets put a stop to this
awful killing of animals by sick humans who call it sport It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janet Davies
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<lindld@comcast.net>

From: <lindld@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please discontinue plans
to start an advisory panel to promote trophy hunting. Most Americans disapprove of killing
animals for trophies. More money can be made by viewing wild animals than by killing them.
Thanks for considering my concerns. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Linda Dionne
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<markevmac@hotmail.com>

From: <markevmac@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark McDonald



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>

From: <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elisabeth Bechmann
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<barbara-beierl@comcast.net>

From: <barbara-beierl@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 13:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting! The nonhuman animals that are killed lose their lives while the hunters get to
bring only a mere physical token of an animal's former life. I don't know where this idea came
from, but it is a bad one. Murder is always terrible, whether it is of humans or animals, and that's
what this activity is. All animals that have nerve endings feel pain, and I don't believe we have
the moral and ethical right to commit murder. All animals are exceptional, and all of them have
the right to survive on this planet. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Beierl
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<douglas.hedges@gmail.com>

From: <douglas.hedges@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Douglas Hedges
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<thottens@gmail.com>

From: <thottens@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tara Hottenstein
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<schrader@gci.net>

From: <schrader@gci.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As a veterinarian in
Alaska, I am well-aware of the appeal of hunting and the necessity of killing wild animals as a
source of meat, particularly for subsistence users. However, trophy hunting has absolutely no
need of a government-supported body to encourage its sport, especially when USFWS barely
has enough funding to provide truly necessary services throughout the US. Really dumb idea -
another kick in the groin to the true, conservation-minded professional biologists at USFWS. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Schrader, DVM



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Umeshvarma@gmail.com>

From: <Umeshvarma@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting of all sorts should
be banned let alone be encouraged. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Umesh Varma
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<natalie.klotzer@gmail.com>

From: <natalie.klotzer@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Natalie Klotzer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aashimataneja9@gmail.com>

From: <aashimataneja9@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:26:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashima Taneja
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vikkecranwell@live.co.uk>

From: <vikkecranwell@live.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Victoria Cranwell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Laniewrenne@gmail.com>

From: <Laniewrenne@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lanie Wrenne
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Adteav1221@gmail.com>

From: <Adteav1221@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No a la caza de animales!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Adriana Tejada
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gtroadster@verizon.net>

From: <gtroadster@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:16:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, john sardone
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Akanwalphutela@rediffmail.com>

From: <Akanwalphutela@rediffmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anjali phutela
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vkubula@springisd.org>

From: <vkubula@springisd.org>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 12:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is unethical
and immoral. The government should not be promoting killing for a trophy. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vivien Kubulan
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<anitahannele.tsutsunen@gmail.com>

From: <anitahannele.tsutsunen@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anita Tsutsunen
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<amjohnson3@uwalumni.com>

From: <amjohnson3@uwalumni.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:56:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amy Johnson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<daniellek76@gmail.com>

From: <daniellek76@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:56:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It's a disgrace and
embarrassment to the USA to allow trophy hunting It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Danielle Kowalczyk
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<clancyzdog@verizon.net>

From: <clancyzdog@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrea Grossi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Blackjack1976@msn.com>

From: <Blackjack1976@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Toni Thomas
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<hari.00@hotmail.com>

From: <hari.00@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hariana Días
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<caronyna@msn.com>

From: <caronyna@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Caroline Sévilla
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<laddieluv94@msn.com>

From: <laddieluv94@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Arleen Rutten
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<magwalker50@hotmail.com>

From: <magwalker50@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We must realize that all
animals are God's creatures and need to be treated as such. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margaret Walker

<magwalker50@hotmail.com>

From: <magwalker50@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margaret Walker
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ladydeerheart@gmail.com>

From: <Ladydeerheart@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shelley Ross It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to



dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shelley Ross
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lamontwen@live.co.uk>

From: <lamontwen@live.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wendy smith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nicklas.sjogren@live.se>

From: <nicklas.sjogren@live.se>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicklas Sjögren
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<klaise1@msn.com>

From: <klaise1@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine Laise
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<basil_1954@hotmail.com>

From: <basil_1954@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, thomas moore
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<vegansharon@hotmail.com>

From: <vegansharon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Russick
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<NKACE18@gmail.com>

From: <NKACE18@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, NK Acevedo
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<kisesszilvia@hotmail.com>

From: <kisesszilvia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Szilvia Pozsgai-Kises
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<santiagohardy79@gmail.com>

From: <santiagohardy79@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE do not allow the
U.S. government to promote animal hunting and animal murder. Thank you. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Santiago Hardy
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<iliviacherie@gmail.com>

From: <iliviacherie@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Georgette Murray
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<r.a.shields@att.net>

From: <r.a.shields@att.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roberta Shields
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<ladygreyreiver@comcast.net>

From: <ladygreyreiver@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is depleting
the genetic bank of many endangered species. We should be discouraging this absolutely
pointless hunting that benefits no one, only the 'hunter's' ego. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Winters
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<meercat128@freenet.de>

From: <meercat128@freenet.de>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
conservation and everyone knows it. If you killwildlife at the current rate, most species hunted
by trophy hunters will be extinct no later than 2025. No one will want to go to Africa anymore
after that because animals are the only reason why people go there, and the majority just wants
to see them and not kill them. What about conservation monies then that presumably go to local
communities? This is all just a sham for the rich and the corrupt. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Petra Stadtmueller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Manuelalopes1949@gmail.com>

From: <Manuelalopes1949@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maria Lopes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Cerqueda <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Christine Cerqueda <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, live, and let live! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christine Cerqueda

rose moore <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: rose moore <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, rose moore

DAVID HECKMAN <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: DAVID HECKMAN <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, DAVID HECKMAN

Meryl Pinque <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Meryl Pinque <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Meryl Pinque

Elizabeth Mostov <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elizabeth Mostov <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:06:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Mostov

Laurence Holyoak <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laurence Holyoak <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laurence Holyoak

Kathy Hafter <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathy Hafter <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Hafter

Melissa Duralia <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melissa Duralia <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Duralia

Kay Gillings <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Kay Gillings <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We must save our animals
& our planet!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kay Gillings

Praye Perrin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Praye Perrin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Who are you to cowardly
kill animals who have not harmed you! Only a coward would kill a beautiful being to pretend they
are tough. You're truly weak and mentally deranged PONKS! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Praye Perrin

Ellen Curley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ellen Curley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. First we continue to over-
populate and encroach into their land, driving them toward extinction. Then we go far into their
territory and kill them even though we overbreed and cruelly kill excessive amounts of animals
for food. No, we kill them for FUN !!!! FOR EGO!!!! How pathetic is that !!! Enough of Zinke,
enough of Pruitt and enough of Trump!! OUT WITH THEM!!!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Curley

cheryl watters <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: cheryl watters <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, cheryl watters

Barbara Genuario <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Genuario <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Genuario



Patricia Spanjer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Patricia Spanjer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Spanjer

Elba Armstrong <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elba Armstrong <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elba Armstrong

theresa two bear pederson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: theresa two bear pederson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, theresa two bear pederson

Charles Arnold <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Charles Arnold <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charles Arnold

Isaac Mihaeli <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Isaac Mihaeli <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Isaac Mihaeli



Serineh Yeghikian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Serineh Yeghikian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Serineh Yeghikian

Tina Wilson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tina Wilson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. stop the craziness we all
depend on each other to be healthy the planet included... Think and do what is right for all It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for



the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tina Wilson

Doni Stith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Doni Stith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Doni Stith

Brian Humphrey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brian Humphrey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brian Humphrey

Ellen Tieszen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ellen Tieszen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Protect wildlife. Do not
encourage trophy hunting. This is not a sport! Abandon your plans for a council. STOP
TROPHY HUNTING! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ellen Tieszen



Roger Cardillo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Roger Cardillo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roger Cardillo

Lynda Callista <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynda Callista <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynda Callista

Judith Keeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judith Keeley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Keeley

Katie Erickson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Katie Erickson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katie Erickson

Luigi Iannucci <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Luigi Iannucci <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Luigi Iannucci



Nisha Sidana <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nisha Sidana <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is very concerning for me
that people believe wildlife trophy hunting is acceptable. Animals that are potentially in danger of
going extinct or endangered are taken for granted and killed for no good reason. It is
unacceptable that this continues daily while we watch it happening. The Council must realize
that trophy hunting is not okay. Please consider this, and thank you for your cooperation.
Sincerely, Nisha Sidana It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nisha Sidana

Maureen Sheehan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maureen Sheehan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:06:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Sheehan

fay forman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: fay forman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:06:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, fay forman

Liz Hopkin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Liz Hopkin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not condone
trophy hunting. It is cruel and totally unnecessary and for humans greed . It is destroying all the
amazing animals on this planet and it is not our right to do this. The planet is not just ours and it
makes me wonder what will be left for future generations to see and appreciate. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Liz Hopkin

Jennifer DeGerolamo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer DeGerolamo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer DeGerolamo

Scott White <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Scott White <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Scott White

Sue Mcguey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sue Mcguey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less



than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sue Mcguey

v l <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: v l <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. That is not conservation to
murder our fellow creatures. Stop lying and do what is right for a change. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, v l

Susan Haynes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Haynes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Haynes

"Tristán González Franco " <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Tristán González Franco " <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Los animales salvajes no
pueden ser cazados por diversión It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.



However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tristán
González Franco

Ziyan Lim <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ziyan Lim <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon these
plans!! It's very unethical and it's not the right way to educate people. Instead of always heading
towards the wrong side just for profit, shouldn't you, the government of US do something that
can both help the people and our earth that we live in?? Please do not promote and advertise
your country as a place that is cruel. Instead channel your ideas to make US a better place
where tourists will like to visit instead and not hurt the animals. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ziyan Lim

Melanie Wenz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melanie Wenz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melanie Wenz

Nancy Fleming <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Fleming <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:06:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Fleming



Heidi Bresilge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heidi Bresilge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:06:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. People need to start
acknowledging what their actions cause!! It's time to stop the brazen slaughter of animals for
trophies and small penis justification to feel more like a man!! These animals are VITAL to the
environment!!!!!!!!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Heidi Bresilge

Neila Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Neila Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't let this be an
open war on wildlife--trophy hunters do not care about preserving animals all they want is to kill
some innocent animal and to hang it on their walls--this is not right--and I would like to be able
to see a wild animal in it's natural habitat. thank you It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Neila Wood

marie bayliss <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: marie bayliss <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, marie bayliss

Lainy Mistich <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lainy Mistich <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:16:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lainy Mistich

Scott Cowan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Scott Cowan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans



and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Scott Cowan

Michael DiDiego <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michael DiDiego <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:26:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael DiDiego

Emma Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Emma Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:26:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Emma Thompson

lisa simonin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: lisa simonin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lisa simonin

Nicole Foster <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nicole Foster <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Foster

NIKITAS FESSAS <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: NIKITAS FESSAS <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans



and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, NIKITAS FESSAS

Tasha Romo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tasha Romo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this!!!!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tasha Romo

mary rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: mary rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Our wildlife is one of our
most important natural resources and we have an obligation to preserve all these species for
future generations. Hunters typically kill the strongest and biggest and healthiest animals which
leaves the weaker, inferior ones to breed and produce offspring which are also inferior. This is
wrong and against the laws of nature. Trophy hunting is not a solution to controlling animal



populations. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, mary rivas

William Perry <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: William Perry <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop supporting Trophy
Hunting. These Animals was NOT put here to be Trophies!?????? It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, William Perry

teresa rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: teresa rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, teresa rivas

Kathy Moll <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathy Moll <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I urge the re-thinking of
this program. These animals deserve to live their lives. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Moll
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<claude@thestuntman.com>

From: <claude@thestuntman.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. US Fish and Wildlife
Service? Another blow to wildlife! Not enough destruction of it in the States, you now want to
facilitate American citizens to go kill outside the country? I am dreaming! The only reason I can
think of to even consider allowing American citizens to go kill outside the country is that you
have a side deal with the big game hunters... Otherwise, you have fallen on your head when
you were a child and consequently you are mentally retarded. Shame on you! Without any
respect whatsoever, Claude Rush It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Claude Rush
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<natassha6789@gmail.com>

From: <natassha6789@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing an animal and
considering it a trophy is awful. They are being shot and killed mercilessly for no reason
whatsoever. An animal only attacks when hungry, or under threat. They attack on instinct.
However we, the most "intelligent" species on earth seem to be exploiting them in every way
possible despite it being detrimental to the ecosystem and environment. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Natassha Selvaraj
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<D_90_l@hotmail.com>

From: <D_90_l@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Donny Lamboo
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<Zebramac.Vm@gmail.com>

From: <Zebramac.Vm@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vanessa M
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<timea.vida.free@gmail.com>

From: <timea.vida.free@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Timea Vida
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<agnewerika@gmail.com>

From: <agnewerika@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erika Agnew
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<El.alexander89@gmail.com>

From: <El.alexander89@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Conservation what?! What
a bs name, it clearly implies the opposite. Trophy hunting is cruel! People need to learn to enjoy
animals in their natural environment, not on the wall or in a cage. The greatness of a nation can
be judged by the way it's animals are treated. Trophy hunting is done by insecure cowards,
period. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lauren Alexander
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<mtwrivas@verizon.net>

From: <mtwrivas@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, will rivas
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<peowen1@gmail.com>

From: <peowen1@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Peter Owen
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<barbaran2323@gmail.com>

From: <barbaran2323@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Ginsberg
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<Diane.ostby@gmail.com>

From: <Diane.ostby@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Ostby
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<esmeraldamartin200@gml.con>

From: <esmeraldamartin200@gml.con>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Esmeralda FIRMADO FIRMADO
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<hobo17pollie@gmail.com>

From: <hobo17pollie@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, les roberts
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<dulikno@gmail.com>

From: <dulikno@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Danielle Knoller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<v.gasperov@gmail.com>

From: <v.gasperov@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vlado Gasperov
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mauricesimon@hotmail.com>

From: <mauricesimon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Traditions of cruelty must
end. The world has become endangered for all life. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maurice Simon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<v.darpino87@hotmail.com>

From: <v.darpino87@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vanessa D'Arpino
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sandra.cristina@online.de>

From: <sandra.cristina@online.de>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sandra klein
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<walshsabrina7777@gmail.com>

From: <walshsabrina7777@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sabrina Walsh
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<almeidamj@live.com.pt>

From: <almeidamj@live.com.pt>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, maria de almeida
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jillie.simon@endorphinrecords.com>

From: <jillie.simon@endorphinrecords.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:26:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You must abandon these
plans - it's a horrific, awful, sick and terrible idea! Our government should have NO part in
promoting trophy-hunting --Do not harm wildlife this way!!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jill Simon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Valiance06@hotmail.com>

From: <Valiance06@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:26:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Veronique Biggi
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<Lilangel10215@gmail.com>

From: <Lilangel10215@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:26:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm asking the us
goverment to stop trophy hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nana A
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<madisonmeredith@gmail.com>

From: <madisonmeredith@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:21:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Among the animal
kingdom, the primary thing humans are known for is unnecessary destruction. Let's change this.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, madison meredith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mspjag@msn.com>

From: <mspjag@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:21:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, John Gaffner Sr
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Patriciawindsurfer2@gmail.com>

From: <Patriciawindsurfer2@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote
trophy hunting. Taxpayers do not want their Fish and Wildlife Service (with the Int'l Wildlife
Conservation Council) to promote trophy hunting because it is not a sustainable or ethical form
of preserving biodiversity. I want you to protect international wildlife with nonlethal methods. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patricia Daschbach
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<corndog_clan@hotmail.com>

From: <corndog_clan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Cornish
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<effiefox820@gmail.com>

From: <effiefox820@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting, both international and national. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Effie Fox
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<Niallcarson1@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <Niallcarson1@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Niall Carson
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<Trout.gabrielle@gmail.com>

From: <Trout.gabrielle@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:06:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote
trophy hunting. These animals are not objects, they are living creatures and are vital to the
survival of every human. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gabrielle
Jinson
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<ftuminski57@gmail.com>

From: <ftuminski57@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this cruelty It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elizabeth Tuminski
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<athertonerin@gmail.con>

From: <athertonerin@gmail.con>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please disband this group.
Trophy hunting is only good for depleting already stressed animal populations. It's not a sport
unless you give the animals weapons to fire back. This is heinous and heartbreaking and a step
backwards in any sort of conservation. This doesn't help grow or sustain any type of animal
populations and any denial of this is a total lie. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Erin
Atherton
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<penguinbird2@hotmail.com>

From: <penguinbird2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. God did not put these
beautiful animals on earth, for humans to kill for their own entertainment. This is a sinful waste
of life. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, patricia snyder
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<mushimushi@frontier.com>

From: <mushimushi@frontier.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting does not
help conservation. Trophy hunters kill the healthiest animals with the strongest genes. This
makes the species as a whole, weaker and unable to fight off diseases as well. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tami Kannenberg
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<CLASSYLADY1@comcast.net>

From: <CLASSYLADY1@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. MY FAMILY AND I ARE
IMPLORING THE U.S. GOVERNMENT NOT TO ENCOURAGE TROPHY HUNTING! Dear Mr.
Winchell: The US Fish and Wildlife Service made the disturbing announcement, yesterday, that
it plans to form an advisory panel specifically dedicated to promoting international trophy
hunting opportunities for U.S. citizens! The misleadingly named "International Wildlife
Conservation Council" is the latest in Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke's many attacks on
vulnerable wildlife! THE AIM OF YOUR COUNCIL IS TO DECEIVINGLY PROMOTE TROPHY
HUNTING AS A FORM OF CONSERVATION! It will have the power to advise the USFWS on a
range of topics, including which species receive Endangered Species Act protection, and, HOW
TO MAKE IT EASIER TO IMPORT WILDLIFE PRODUCTS! THIS ANNOUNCEMENT
UNDERSCORES SECRETARY ZINKE'S DESIRE TO PRIORITIZE THE DEMANDS OF
WILDLIFE EXPLOITERS ABOVE THE DESIRES OF THE MAJORITY OF AMERICANS, WHO
FAVOR EFFECTIVE CONSERVATION POLICY! TROPHY HUNTING IS NOT A
SUSTAINABLE OR ETHICAL FORM OF PRESERVING BIODIVERSITY! Besides the fact that
trophy hunting demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically, very little of the hunters'
money goes to local communities, and, charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist
attraction! Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy
hunters' targets--can have devastating ripple effects! The USFWS has opened up a two-week
comment period on the advisory council! Before November 25, our family is contacting your
agency, and, asking you to abandon your plans to establish this trophy hunters' council! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-



loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, DIANE KASTEL

<CLASSYLADY1@comcast.net>

From: <CLASSYLADY1@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 10:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, DIANE KASTEL



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<terilunn@gmail.com>

From: <terilunn@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Teri Lunn
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<Jawan.fares@gmail.con>

From: <Jawan.fares@gmail.con>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't do this. Leave
these animals alone and abandon your plans to establish this council It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jawan Fares
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<dodges.unlimited.inc@gmail.com>

From: <dodges.unlimited.inc@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is a
disgusting, cruel and unnecessary pursuit not worthy of the name 'sport'. It belongs in the past
and should be consigned to history. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christopher
Evans
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<asalstein@gmail.com>

From: <asalstein@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE stop this
shameful idea of an Advisory Council on trophy hunting. You would be encouraging many sick
people to trophy hunt feeding their warped ideas of dominance which often lead to cruelty
against Human beings. Classic example is the Trump brothers. Is this where the ideas of Mr.
Zinke got the idea. The Trump policies towards animals are setting this country's Humanity back
to the stone age. Is this useless and Inhumane idea what we citizens truly desire?--Don't think
so! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Al Stein
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<ccalle138@gmail.com>

From: <ccalle138@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cristina Calle
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<georgiadonjeany1994@gmail.com>

From: <georgiadonjeany1994@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Georgia Danielle DonJeany
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pfoulger14@gmail.com>

From: <pfoulger14@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Paul Foulger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<neezluce@comcast.net>

From: <neezluce@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, William Haggerty
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<yaels211@gmail.com>

From: <yaels211@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yael Shimshon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tukktaway@webtv.net>

From: <tukktaway@webtv.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. EARTHLINGS.COM It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, monty foley



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maricelpschmit@hotmail.com>

From: <maricelpschmit@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, María Celia Pérez Schmit



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<simonamacuh@gmail.com>

From: <simonamacuh@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All hunting on defenseless
animals must stop. This is not a sport or activity to encurage. It's cruel and heartless and only
cowards feel the need to kill. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Simona Macuh
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<betvet1@mail.com>

From: <betvet1@mail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Betty Kelly
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nexitazinha@live.com.au>

From: <nexitazinha@live.com.au>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Have we gone backwards?
The government and those behind it are responsible for actions just as much as it is responsible
for the message it chooses to promote. Such messages have an impact into the lives not only
within the US but the whole planet. A human being who is encouraged to take another being's
life would find it easier to take any animal life away and human life as well. A human being who
takes or is encouraged to take another life shows and has less compassion towards any living
being. Such act is in conflict with the well being of not only animal but also human life. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vanessa Arino
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<Danielle.herrera7777@gmail.com>

From: <Danielle.herrera7777@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not condone
this cruelty! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Danielle
Herrera
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rsargent116@comcast.net>

From: <rsargent116@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no moral, or
scientific justification for trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Robert Sargent
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<MAXI.DOG@verizon.net>

From: <MAXI.DOG@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gail McCallion
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<policaudillon@hotmail.com>

From: <policaudillon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sheila Dillon
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<geowest@verizon.net>

From: <geowest@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a cruel
and unnecessary sport. Let's end it and encourage more hiking and conservation instead! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan West
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<cjnsync311@msn.com>

From: <cjnsync311@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, courtney stefano
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<verandafay@gmail.com>

From: <verandafay@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Delores Porch
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jaubert-f@hotmail.fr>

From: <jaubert-f@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Frédéric Jaubert
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<Sofi.valencia@icloud.com>

From: <Sofi.valencia@icloud.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Help animals stop hunting
,and give respect and love to all animals ?? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sofia Valencia Gómez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jacbkerr@hotmail.com>

From: <jacbkerr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jacqueline Kerr
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<daniellelecuyer@gmail.com>

From: <daniellelecuyer@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Danielle L'Ecuyer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Oliviahilton25@gmail.com>

From: <Oliviahilton25@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not let helpless
animals die for no cause. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Olivia Hilton
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<Jomvig@gmail.com>

From: <Jomvig@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
conservation. Trophy hunting is murder for sport and you should be ashamed of yourselves. We
are supposed to be the evolved, the caretakers of our planet and its creatures. May you swiftly
reap what you sow It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Julia Omvig
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<birdfrog@blackfoot.net>

From: <birdfrog@blackfoot.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Littlebird Parks
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<lameneses@hotmail.con>

From: <lameneses@hotmail.con>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop you dumb retards.
We already destroy too many animal homes, and kill too many animals in the U.S. alone. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Luke Meneses
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<jenholmes52@live.com>

From: <jenholmes52@live.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 09:01:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This has to stop!! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, JENNIFER HOLMES
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<sharry1@cox.net>

From: <sharry1@cox.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sherry Harry
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<gerrybecky@frontier.com>

From: <gerrybecky@frontier.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE...stop the trophy
hunts...It's barbaric, cruel, and so unnecessary...let wildlife live free like it was intended to. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Becky Roach
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<kathmce@nycap.rr.com>

From: <kathmce@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the formation
of the council and advocate for more support of more photo safaris. We humans have to be the
voice for the animals and make sure they are valued and protected! To think that the matriarch
of a elephant herd or leader of a lion pride could be killed and their entire family put at risk for
absolutely senseless reasons, brings me to tears! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy McElligott
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<amy.shroffvmd@gmail.com>

From: <amy.shroffvmd@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We as humans do not
need to kill for sport, for fun. Why? Its cruel and does not help our planet. Please stop stop stop
this now. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amy Shroff
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<jedikat@highlandrogue.com>

From: <jedikat@highlandrogue.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As an American who
treasures our natural resources and ecologically vibrant animal life, I respectfully ask that
abandon your plans to establish the proposed advisory council on trophy hunting. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathy Roy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<isabelle.patris@orange.fr>

From: <isabelle.patris@orange.fr>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, isabelle patris
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<helene.m.jakobsen@gmail.com>

From: <helene.m.jakobsen@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Helene Jakobsen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Nmpirozzolo@live.com>

From: <Nmpirozzolo@live.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nadine Pirozzolo
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aquarover@hotmail.com>

From: <aquarover@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Non-human species are
not on the planet to serve human interests. They are critical partners in helping maintain
balance within the delicate ecosystems that humans rely on for vital resources, health and
prosperity. As such, they deserve our respect and the same legal protections that humans
afford themselves. Future generations' resources, health and prosperity is dependent on us
acting immediately, significantly and broadly. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Matthew Genaze
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<loisgrosshans@gmail.com>

From: <loisgrosshans@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lois Grosshans
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<nikita.digitalrecords@gmail.com>

From: <nikita.digitalrecords@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nikki Hernandez
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<roula.rikos@hotmail.com>

From: <roula.rikos@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roula Russell
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<Pattieb80@verizon.net>

From: <Pattieb80@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Beatty
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<corine.cathala@hotmail.fr>

From: <corine.cathala@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, corine cathala
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<Amy.r.mccurdy@gmail.com>

From: <Amy.r.mccurdy@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do the right thing
and stop encouraging trophy hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Amy Mccurdy
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<Maryshiring@gmail.com>

From: <Maryshiring@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no good reason
for this hunting-pure waste It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Shiring
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<dreuning@wxs.nl>

From: <dreuning@wxs.nl>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the cruelty. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, John Dreuning
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<Dome1974@gmail.com>

From: <Dome1974@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE STOP THIS
FROM HAPPENING!!! These are such beautiful animals there is no reason to kill them, I don't
want to have my children to grow up and see these beautiful animals in person not in pictures
because stupid humans think it's ok to kill them it's not right. Please do something good for the
animals today they don't have a voice somebody has to give them one thank you It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, David Donikian
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<cherishedcat@hotmail.com>

From: <cherishedcat@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 08:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please dont allow trophy
hunting, it should not excist in today s world.Iff humanity can stop killing progress towards a
better future can be made.And in that future killing to satisfy bloodlust should not be allowed or
even considered. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, L A
Kloosterman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ttedesco49@cox.net>

From: <ttedesco49@cox.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Terry Tedesco-Kerrick
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<1020webster@gmail.com>

From: <1020webster@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Webster
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Angelique020311@gmail.com>

From: <Angelique020311@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I urge the US Fish and
Wildlife Service to stop the formation of an advisory panel specifically dedicated to promoting
international trophy hunting opportunities for US citizens. The misleadingly named "International
Wildlife Conservation Council" is a way to promote trophy hunting and the killing of endangered
species. The people demand transparency and an end the the endeavors of Ryan Zinke to
destroy wildlife and the environments they protect. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angelique Curran



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kickstand011@hotmail.com>

From: <kickstand011@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margaret A Fifield
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Renloz58@verizon.ner>

From: <Renloz58@verizon.ner>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ethics, compassion,
finding humanitarian ways to meet conservation needs must supersede greed and narcissistic
motivations that want to just kill majestic and ecologically important wildlife for fun or mean
spirited, ego filling purposes. Please abandon plans of developing this council. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Renee Lozano
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<barbaralfusco@gmail.com>

From: <barbaralfusco@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Fusco
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marplo1965@gmail.com>

From: <marplo1965@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marlène Plourde
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<christymce@gmail.com>

From: <christymce@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christy McElligott
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<debbievelazquez@att.net>

From: <debbievelazquez@att.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, debbie velazquez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lynnschillingb@gmail.com>

From: <Lynnschillingb@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Schilling-benz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tedsuza@gmail.com>

From: <tedsuza@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Suzanne Hamer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<suecooneyinmaine@gmail.com>

From: <suecooneyinmaine@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Cooney
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kodashila1@verizon.net>

From: <kodashila1@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Spencer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cheryllynntravets@gmail.com>

From: <Cheryllynntravets@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop killing our friends
each and every one of them It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cheryl Travers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<eemerson@wcvt.com>

From: <eemerson@wcvt.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Emerson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<slucas78704@gmail.com>

From: <slucas78704@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, steve lucas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dogstar42@comcast.net>

From: <Dogstar42@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shelley Stefanic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<izziekanz@gmail.com>

From: <izziekanz@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, isabelle kanz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<poranje@cpprinceton.com>

From: <poranje@cpprinceton.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Penny Oranje
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sallyhodson@wildhaven.com>

From: <sallyhodson@wildhaven.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sally Hodson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<fredsmom@mindspring.com>

From: <fredsmom@mindspring.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Howard
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<michellecormack@southernstarstudios.com>

From: <michellecormack@southernstarstudios.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why would anyone need
to do this. And HOW as a human being Elected to and serve bow down to people with with
money the 1%to do something so evil It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Michelle Cormack
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dawnmjorg@comcast.net>

From: <Dawnmjorg@comcast.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am against trophy
hunting and believe we should not be promoting it. People that do are lieing to us all if they say
it's good for the animal population. Studies prove that it hurts the wildlife more then it helps. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dawn Jorgensen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<chanti@odie.be>

From: <chanti@odie.be>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chantal Buslot
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<niveditaparmar048@gmail.com>

From: <niveditaparmar048@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nivedita Parmar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<loperjd0207@gmail.com>

From: <loperjd0207@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I disagree with trophy
hunting of all forms. If you are not going to use the meat of an animal you should not kill it.
Murdering an animal simply because it is large and beautiful so it can hang in your house is a
travesty. Please do not allow this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jessica Loper
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Croybalcvt@gmail.com>

From: <Croybalcvt@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting! This is unnecessary, cruel, and may have devastating effects on the animal
population. We should be protecting these magnificent creatures, not encouraging people to kill
them to boost their egos! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cristina Syas
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<suef@no-exit-studios.demon.co.uk>

From: <suef@no-exit-studios.demon.co.uk>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sue Fellows
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lisa.hughes54@gmail.com>

From: <lisa.hughes54@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Hughes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<janismooradian@gmail.com>

From: <janismooradian@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Asking the government
doesn't seem to work - how about we DEMAND no trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janis Mooradian



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Hippieteacher@hotmail.com>

From: <Hippieteacher@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nelson Molina
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<1432phyl@gmail.com>

From: <1432phyl@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 07:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. BAN THE BRUTAL
CRUEL TROPHY HUNTS FOREVER. THIS IS NOT A SPORT...IT IS A RICH MAN'S GAME
OF CONTROL & HUBRIS! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Phyl Morello
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ayf0016@gmail.com>

From: <ayf0016@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yvonne Fast
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nsrwa5@gmail.com>

From: <nsrwa5@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Neil Ryding
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tvc15ma@gmail.com>

From: <tvc15ma@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:51:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stephen Donnelly
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<whitetaileddeer@verizon.net>

From: <whitetaileddeer@verizon.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We must always
remember that how we treat animals defines us. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bridget Irons
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kathymerry45@gmail.com>

From: <Kathymerry45@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Coffman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kazmi360@hotmail.com>

From: <Kazmi360@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. In opposition to the
international wildlife conservation council To joshua winchell (usfws) I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sheharyar Kazmi It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually



intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sheharyar Kazmi



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bettiej@mail2world.com>

From: <bettiej@mail2world.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You cannot seriously think
that trophy hunting promotes conservation. Review the population of these animals and the
drastic decline over the past few years and explain how that makes sense. It is only promoting
senseless killing and a general acceptance of violence. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bettie Auch
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<mccaughey45@gmail.com>

From: <mccaughey45@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda McCaughey
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<michele@jankelow.com>

From: <michele@jankelow.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Truly we as humans have
to stop these atrocities in the name of "sport"! What horrors we create on the animals and the
planet. The very planet that cares for us in all is aspects! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michele Jankelow
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Paul West <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Paul West <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Paul West

Devin McCormick <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Devin McCormick <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Devin McCormick

Jeanne Chisholm <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jeanne Chisholm <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage
trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jeanne
Chisholm

Kristin Hernandez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Kristin Hernandez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kristin Hernandez

Nancy Holschuh <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Holschuh <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do NOT consider
allowing trophy hunting. These animals are few enough. Please stop this unnecessary killing of
our tourist and indigenous animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals



killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nancy
Holschuh

Helgaleena Healingline <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Helgaleena Healingline <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. DO NOT ENCOURAGE
TROPHY HUNTING. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Helgaleena
Healingline

Yazmin Gonzalez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Yazmin Gonzalez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yazmin Gonzalez

shelley mckee <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: shelley mckee <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, shelley mckee



Angela Humphries <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Angela Humphries <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
reprehensible. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Angela
Humphries

Ann Craig <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ann Craig <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ann Craig

Diane Salek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diane Salek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Salek

Sonya Rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sonya Rivas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please sppreciate the
beauty in the animals when they are alive. Please listen to the majority of us that pay for photo
safaris. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sonya Rivas

Nancy Cowan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Cowan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Cowan



Aubrey Lees <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Aubrey Lees <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Aubrey Lees

Barbara Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Wood

Lucille Roussin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lucille Roussin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunted is murder It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lucille Roussin

Mika Gentili-Lloyd <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mika Gentili-Lloyd <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mika Gentili-Lloyd

Paulette Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Paulette Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear Sir / Madame, Please
do not establish the International Wildlife Conservation Council if its intention is to trophy hunt.
Trophy hunting is an egotistical activity disguised under the purpose of helping to preserve
wildlife. The effects of this type of activity, particularly as the targets are the strongest of a
particular species, will be devastating to future wildlife population. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Paulette Brown

Debbie Quinn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Debbie Quinn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:06:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie Quinn

Nichole Diamond <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nichole Diamond <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:11:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nichole Diamond

Diane Getman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diane Getman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:11:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Getman

Mark Jordan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mark Jordan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:11:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Jordan

Karin Rettig <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Karin Rettig <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karin Rettig



Hllee Jones <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Hllee Jones <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hllee Jones

Kathleen Clark <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathleen Clark <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Clark

Patricia Nazzaro <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Patricia Nazzaro <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Nazzaro

V Voland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: V Voland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, V Voland

Joan Squires <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joan Squires <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joan Squires



Bridgette Hartung <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Bridgette Hartung <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bridgette Hartung

Gail Clifton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gail Clifton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am strongly against any
encouragement of trophy hunting. This is hardly an effective or ethical method of wildlife
conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in



enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gail Clifton

Casey Griffin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Casey Griffin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Casey Griffin

Ruth Boice <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ruth Boice <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ruth Boice

Diane Berliner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diane Berliner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Berliner



Susan Thurairatnam <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Thurairatnam <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Thurairatnam

"Eileen O'Connell" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Eileen O'Connell" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eileen O'Connell

Jorge Arauz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jorge Arauz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I have seen en animals in
the wild, feeling honored and awed at their beauty, dignity and power. They deserve our
respect, not our violence. Trophy hunting must become something of the past. It is morally
demeaning to all involved, and an embarrassment for humanity. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jorge Arauz

Esmeralda Fernandez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Esmeralda Fernandez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Esmeralda Fernandez

Laurie Hein <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laurie Hein <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laurie Hein



Pat Paton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pat Paton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. For God's sake, stop this
lunacy!!! I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Pat Paton DGA 2AD It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pat Paton

maria lasorsa <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: maria lasorsa <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, maria lasorsa

Barbara Harper <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Harper <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Harper

Joseph Jordan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joseph Jordan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Jordan

Pat Paton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pat Paton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. For God's sake, stop this
lunacy!!! I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Pat Paton DGA 2AD It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy



hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pat Paton

Steven Bardo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Steven Bardo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
inhumane and continues to encourage killing of all forms of life. That need to kill you are
encouraging will spill over to the hunting of the human species. Do you want to hang a human
head on your wall? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Steven Bardo

Kevin Crupi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kevin Crupi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting endangered
animals is cruel and will further reduce the gene pool of those species. Promoting ecotourism
will be a much more effective way to convince local peoples to conserve their wildlife. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kevin Crupi

Nicole Abadi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nicole Abadi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Enough is enough. Show
some compassion. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nicole Abadi



Raiza Sunga <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Raiza Sunga <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop trophy
hunting. How can killing a life for sports or fun justifiable? It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Raiza Sunga

S W <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: S W <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, S W

michael guest <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: michael guest <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Not so fast. You can't do
this. Trophy hunting is not a sport or a game. The USFWS has the wrong idea. This will put
wildlife in danger. This has nothing to do with conservation at all. Endangered and imperiled
species are in danger, and need our help. This would be totally disastrous. As a wildlife
supporter, I demand that you drop your proposal for this unnecessary conservation council, and
keep our wildlife protected, not hunted. This is extremely important and serious. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, michael guest

Sue Hall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sue Hall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Murdering animals for
sport or trophy hunting is beyond sick and despicable it has to stop now .Please stop the killings
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sue Hall

Kendahl Kenson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kendahl Kenson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is foul. Would you like
to be hunted?? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.



However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kendahl
Kenson

Maryellen Redish <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maryellen Redish <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
barbarous. Animals deserve our respect. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Maryellen Redish

Yohanna Willheim <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Yohanna Willheim <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a



sustainable nor ethical way to maintain biodiversity. In fact, it does harm to the ecosystem. Any
actions taken toward such an allowance is not in the best interest of our country's wildlife and
must be stopped. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Yohanna
Willheim

Joanne Mack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joanne Mack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not fair to any animal
to be hunted down and killed for the fun of it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Joanne Mack



Lorena Serrano <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lorena Serrano <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please reconsider, we
already have issues with animal extinction and this would heighten the threats animals face
which could lead to further endangerment and extinction of other animals. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lorena Serrano

Lorri Stockowski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lorri Stockowski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of



the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lorri Stockowski

Kathleen Pappagallo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathleen Pappagallo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Pappagallo

Francisco Herrera <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Francisco Herrera <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Francisco Herrera

Emily Ingram <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Emily Ingram <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is deeply disturbing.
Will any of these beings be left in the wild for our children to see or will they just read about
them? What is it about humans that want to just kill everything? We are destroying this entire
planet. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for



the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Emily Ingram

Alyssa Barrientez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alyssa Barrientez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alyssa Barrientez

paul Runion <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: paul Runion <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, paul Runion

Susan Small <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Small <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Small

lucia fabbo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: lucia fabbo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lucia fabbo

Paula Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Paula Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
barbarian, outmoded, cruel, and destructive "hobby". It upsets the balance of nature. Every
animal has a place and role in nature, and if certain species are killed off or thinned, the whole
thing goes "out of whack"! What's the guy doing in the picture above? Waiting for this beautiful
animal to die? How cruel. Unless his family needs food, he is what I would call a murderer, not
only of this animal, but of our balance of species. What is the fascination in shooting living
things and watching them die? Is this a comment on our current society? Have we gone to the
"dark side?" It hurts my heart. Find other ways to get sports in, for example become a target
shooter, and compete in marksmanship, but don't kill animals. Your descendants will be happy
you left some alive. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals



killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Paula Johnson

Michelle Harrington <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michelle Harrington <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Harrington

Pam Shavoc <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pam Shavoc <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pam Shavoc

Nancy Gathing <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Gathing <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Gathing

Sabrina Budhi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Sabrina Budhi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is desperate and pathetic
to promote trophy hunting as a way to prove ourselves. The fact that we actually feel the need
to do such cruelty to another being is actually a proof of how low, weak, and poor we are. It is
easy and cheap to kill and abuse, but only losers wants it easy. It is only when we protect and
provide for the vulnerable, that we become worthy. There soon will no longer be wildlife beauty
if we continue to exploit them. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sabrina Budhi

Roselie Luctamar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Roselie Luctamar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I say No. Just stop it
NOOOO! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal



trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Roselie
Luctamar

Ricki Newman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ricki Newman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ricki Newman

wendy morris <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: wendy morris <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, wendy morris

Jason Fish <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jason Fish <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jason Fish



Arleen Ferrell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Arleen Ferrell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Arleen Ferrell

Ellen Goodman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ellen Goodman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Goodman

"Ma?gorzata Puzacz" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Ma?gorzata Puzacz" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ma?gorzata Puzacz

Jim Scheffer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jim Scheffer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jim Scheffer

R Carsten <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: R Carsten <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 03:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, R Carsten



Kalliopi Grafakou <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kalliopi Grafakou <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 03:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kalliopi Grafakou

Sharon gooding <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sharon gooding <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon gooding

Suzanne Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Suzanne Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Absolutely no way this
should be encouraged/legalised..unnecessary and inhumane...do you really want all animals.to
become extinct cause that will happen!!! These beautiful animals deserve respect and to be left
in peace in the wild and safe!!!!! Disgusting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Suzanne Williams

Lynn Westlake <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynn Westlake <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Westlake

Tracy Birrell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tracy Birrell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Cruel and unnecessary! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tracy Birrell



Alexandra Pappano <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alexandra Pappano <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alexandra Pappano

Paul Ducharme <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Paul Ducharme <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I do not believe that
Trophy Hunting is a sport, but rather evidence of depravity in the general public...hunting as a
sport encourages killing for pleasure and has no place in a moral society. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride



or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Paul Ducharme

Carolyn Fischer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carolyn Fischer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage
trophy hunting on the eve of another great extinction period for animals across the globe.
Trophy hunting is not conservation! It is ruthless bloodletting for sport. Please don't encourage
more blood sports. Do you not remember the global outrage about Cecil the Lion who was killed
by a Michigan dentist from the states? This was only a few years back and millions of people
expressed how this fellow should be jailed for lion baiting and killing such a great species. ~
Please do not mislead the public about trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carolyn Fischer

Mirian W <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Mirian W <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mirian W

Kimberly Hutchins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kimberly Hutchins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kimberly Hutchins

lori conley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: lori conley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lori conley

Rayme SchlichenmayerSchlichenmayer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rayme SchlichenmayerSchlichenmayer
<mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rayme SchlichenmayerSchlichenmayer

Benita Campbell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Benita Campbell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Benita Campbell

Kathi Hammer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Kathi Hammer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathi Hammer

Nonat Nadine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nonat Nadine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Us and all countries dont
have To encourage trophy huntings. I m from France and wildlife is endangered. Preserve
wildlife means we save our humanity. Wé have not the right To decide who can live or dead for
the own pleasure To kill. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals



killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nonat Nadine

Janeen Schack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janeen Schack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please Stop Killing Living
Beings !!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janeen Schack

Margaritha Downes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Margaritha Downes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please please just look at
that beautiful creature, beautiful animals are not for TROPHIES. They should be left to live in
the wild and enjoy life as we do. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Margaritha
Downes

Heather Ohm-Fisher <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heather Ohm-Fisher <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heather Ohm-Fisher



Kathy Behl-Whiting <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kathy Behl-Whiting <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Behl-Whiting

Rebecca Anderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rebecca Anderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am a Trump supporting
college educated, "flexitarian," married, female Gen X'er. I ask you to stop the initiative that will
promote Trophy Hunting. I am opposed to this. It is not good stewardship to kill/hunt the largest
and best. If you want to promote eco-tourism, then promote photography, promote restoration of
natural predators to restore balance, etc. Hunting for trophy's is outdated, generally unpopular,
and barbaric. Bottom line: bad bad idea! You can do better. My generation demands you do
better. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in



comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rebecca Anderson

pat delapena <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: pat delapena <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. animals should be free to
enjoy life as we do !!! it is so cruel what some people do to these poor souls. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, pat delapena

Patricia Guthrie <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Patricia Guthrie <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Guthrie

Christine Smith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Christine Smith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christine Smith



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<garyshull@hotmail.com>

From: <garyshull@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Shull



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<faunesiegel@gmail.com>

From: <faunesiegel@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting and
conservation have nothing to do with each other. Nature takes care of itself and does not need
people. Animals are not here to boost the egos of people or provide room decor which is all that
it does. If the USFWS wants conservation what is needed is education and live animals. I have
heard that it brings in money but is killing ethical? It is not considers so to kill people so why is it
acceptable to kill animals? Please d not think we are fooled by this conservation reasoning.
People like killing animals and that is what it comes down to. There are far too many people in
the world and that is a problem, Humans are no special or the most important species (although
many think they/we are) merely the one with the power -power that is too often abused. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kate Kenner



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<msmelissadorval@gmail.com>

From: <msmelissadorval@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is sick. Please save
the animals. Please. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Melissa Dorval
Pierce
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<ljmp@juno.com>

From: <ljmp@juno.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 06:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animal populations are
already stressed from habitat loss. The income to any part of the native population is minimal
compared to the long term loss of wild populations and ecosystem disruption. When the animals
are gone, will these human predators hunt other humans? Their thirst for thrills will never be
satiated. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laura Peterson
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<Vchilders967@gmail.com>

From: <Vchilders967@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Victoria Childers



Label: "International Wildlife Conservation
Council/FOIA/Records 1001-2000"

Created by:joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Total Messages in label:1464 (1000 conversations)

Created: 12-21-2017 at 15:10 PM



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mary.petrowski@hotmail.com>

From: <Mary.petrowski@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't do this.
Please. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Petrowski
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<pablomartinbobe@hotmail.com>

From: <pablomartinbobe@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pablo Bobe
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<ncbabe21@gmail.com>

From: <ncbabe21@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, necole cook
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<Semathis75@gmail.com>

From: <Semathis75@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon these
plans. All life is sacred. Wild animals should be allowed to live out their lives in freedom and be
appreciated in their natural habitat not hanging as a trophy on someone's wall. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Mathis
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<atreides@cableone.net>

From: <atreides@cableone.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debra Clark
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<bj@herbison.com>

From: <bj@herbison.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, B.J. Herbison
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<scrmillerr60@gmail.com>

From: <scrmillerr60@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Miller
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<craig.jeckel@gmail.com>

From: <craig.jeckel@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Craig Jeckel
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<tropicalequine@gmail.com>

From: <tropicalequine@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dimitra Arneson
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<fame_3032@hotmail.com>

From: <fame_3032@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this nonsense
hunting! It's horrible... Poor animals! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Fam Tandberg
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<peedy@bellsouth.net>

From: <peedy@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sophie Herndon
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<Sarahcorreiagois@hotmail.com>

From: <Sarahcorreiagois@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 05:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for



the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sarah Correia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<barryfbaudains@gmail.com>

From: <barryfbaudains@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What kind of person pays
money to murder innocent animals. Sick. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Barry Frederick Baudains



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ellieg777@gmail.com>

From: <ellieg777@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Guttmann Singer
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<sanand125@gmail.com>

From: <sanand125@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sanand Dilip
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Fjnorwood@gmail.com>

From: <Fjnorwood@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals should ONLY be
hunted for food and the pelts of those should be used for clothing. To slaughter any animals
without these express intents is wrong and should NOT be allowed anywhere in the world.
Needless slaughter reduces food sources in third world countries and does irreprible harm to
the good chain as a whole. Trophy hunting should be banned in any form. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Felicia Norwood
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Bluetail2@hotmail.com>

From: <Bluetail2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Thank you for reading. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Peter Scheirer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Docdasilva@gmail.com>

From: <Docdasilva@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear authorities, am
deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council,"
and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated
goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens
traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective
nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Yours
sincerely, Felix Dasilva It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and



facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Felix Dasilva
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<harveycindy@gmail.com>

From: <harveycindy@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, cindy allison
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<judydoodle@charter.net>

From: <judydoodle@charter.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 04:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judy Bawks
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<wanessamota1@gmail.com>

From: <wanessamota1@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 03:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As pessoas estão
matando por matar. Os animais também merecem viver. Chega de pessoas sem amor. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Wanessa Motta
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<lary@larymckee.com>

From: <lary@larymckee.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 03:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It just sickens me to go
into someones home and see trophy's of beautiful animals that are on the verge of extinction. I
will not be friends with these people! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lary McKee
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<Alyssa.oconnell95@gmail.com>

From: <Alyssa.oconnell95@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 03:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting is absolutely
inappropriate. It is the 21st century, let's move on! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alyssa O'Connell
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<Ramsey.celina@gmail.com>

From: <Ramsey.celina@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 03:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting isn't a
legitimate way to preserve animals and nature. We should be worrying about contributing to
worldwide efforts to ban trophy hunting instead of glorifying it for the rich. This is another
ridiculous policy enacted by this government which can have devastating and lasting effects well
into the future. You won't be around to see the destruction you cause but my children will be. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Celina Ramsey
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<zara_s@abv.bg>

From: <zara_s@abv.bg>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 03:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Zara Ivanova
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<yuyi@gmx.at>

From: <yuyi@gmx.at>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 03:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Aldo Battino
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<demonica70@hotmail.com>

From: <demonica70@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ann Hansen
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<zse71@freemail.hu>

From: <zse71@freemail.hu>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Zsuzsanna Kaló



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Anguseflint@gmail.com>

From: <Anguseflint@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angus Ellice-Flint
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cathy124@hotmail.fr>

From: <Cathy124@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop destroy our
planet ! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Katarzyna Wysocka



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<anne.montarou@orange.fr>

From: <anne.montarou@orange.fr>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anne Montarou
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tabbykat728@q.com>

From: <tabbykat728@q.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 02:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop all trophy
hunting now. We need to save all the animals, not kill them. Soon if hunters keep murdering
animals they will all be gone forever! Like what's happened to the Rhinos. Thank you for your
immediate attention to this issue. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, RALEIGH
KORITZ
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<kalinke9@gmail.com>

From: <kalinke9@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are great! They
must be treated with love and respect. Humans have no right whatsoever to kill them. Killing an
animal is murder. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kalinke ten
Hulzen
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<fine16@msn.com>

From: <fine16@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Fine
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<boninsegnarita@gmail.com>

From: <boninsegnarita@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rita Boninsegna
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<Samiadalahmeh@gmail.com>

From: <Samiadalahmeh@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the brutal killing of
animals! Enough with cruelty and evilness already!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Samia Aldalahmeh



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ambercharlottebrocklehurst@gmail.com>

From: <ambercharlottebrocklehurst@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear 'Highly educated
watchers of the Earth' I am not nearly as well educated as some of the people who might read
this, but how is it that I know in the bottom of my heart trophy hunting is wrong. Maybe I don't
profit of it like most people do, maybe I don't get that 'insane high' when I pull a trigger to end
someone's life and soul, maybe I don't appreciate that soft touch of my feet when I step on a
carcass that has been ripped away from life just so I can have that comfort. Maybe I don't have
loads of heads of my wall, showing people how incredibly important I am for killing an animal. I
just don't understand what goes on in people's minds. We know we are dramatically loosing
species by the day. When are the 'highly educated Earth keepers' going to start looking for
solutions. When are they going to start thing about the new generation of baby's that are being
born every second, when are they going to realise they are draining our resources dry for a sick
kick. Nature is in trouble when are you going to do your jobs. We will be known for future
generations as monsters, dumb, uneducated and wicked. Luckily for people like me and my
neighbor we don't have our names on these bills, laws, and stupid rules and regulations.
Somebody in the 'highly educated Earth keepers' circle needs to wise up. This is real life. It
might not matter by 2030, we know what is being planned. For goodness sake you don't give a
damn about animals so when it comes down to it. You probably won't give a damn about the
people. That's the future I and billions have to face. Depression and anxiety is mainly caused by
people like you lot. Wearing them down, playing with people's emotions. If only the people knew
their own power as a group without you robbing keepers, that's how I want to see the future.
Quite frankly so do a lot of people. Time to change Lads and the minority Lasses. Stand up for
what's right. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and



protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amber
Brocklehurst
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<Owenlee2002@gmail.com>

From: <Owenlee2002@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote this
senseless sport that gives us pleasure through the suffering of wildlife.It is a really senseless
decision as if it does help out in conservation.How is it that animals such as the lions continue to
decline from a population of 250000 in the 1980s to about 20000 today.This only shows trophy
hunting contributes to the decline of wildlife and nothing more.I say this should stop at once or
they more wildlife will be extinct within the next decade or so!!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hang shin Lee
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pinelopi.dj7@hotmail.com>

From: <pinelopi.dj7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pinelopi Demetriadou
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<engenheiroguilhermealves@gmail.com>

From: <engenheiroguilhermealves@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Guilherme Alves
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lelliott1234@sky.com>

From: <Lelliott1234@sky.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Louise Elliott
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Rebeccavesey@gmail.com>

From: <Rebeccavesey@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 01:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I urge no actually plead
with the USFWS to reconsider and abandon this plan. Our future generations will be robbed of
the opportunity to see these magnificent creatures in the wild as they will have been made
extinct- this can not be tolerated. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rebeccavesey
Vesey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jiw@gwi.net>

From: <jiw@gwi.net>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rich Csenge
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<mtomczyszyn@hotmail.com>

From: <mtomczyszyn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Tomczyszyn
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<Paskahlobiann@gmail.com>

From: <Paskahlobiann@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am a student of senior
high. I am younger than any of you. I am less experienced than any of you. But i know exactly
that animals, they have souls too. They can feel hurt too. Please stop this. I do realized that
many people hunt to feed their family. But i think that cant be used as a reason to kill and hunt
living creatures. There are lots of job, there are many way to make a living. Imagine it was you
there hunted and threatened by hunter. Dont make our ecosystem unbalanced. Let them live.
They have family to fed too. Human are not the only one who want to have a good life. Please.
Be the part of this change. Let us live together in balance with animals. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Paskah Lobian
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<Sofiac_lacerda@hotmail.com>

From: <Sofiac_lacerda@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sofia Lacerda
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<thyslouw20@gmail.com>

From: <thyslouw20@gmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. imagine someone shooting
your pet before you pull the trigger on an animal that can contribute so it's species .You
amaricans come to Africa and shoot our animals and kill the good geunes stop beeing cowards
put the guns down in the wild blood is only spilt if necaserry never for sport never for tropheys
only for food and protection It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Thys Louw
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<willandcasey@msn.com>

From: <willandcasey@msn.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Casey Jo Remy
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<gregalado74@hotmail.com>

From: <gregalado74@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sat Nov 11 2017 00:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Geoff Regalado
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<kward3@nycap.rr.com>

From: <kward3@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:56:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ken Ward
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<natbrodsky@gmail.com>

From: <natbrodsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nathaniel Brodsky
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<binxvanaswegen.bh@gmail.com>

From: <binxvanaswegen.bh@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. I pray that you do not go forward with this. It is an idea that has
to be reconsiderd , trophy hunters rarely have concern for the wildlife and the consequences of
their actions while hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely Bianca Hayden
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy



hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bianca Hayden
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cgjanzen@comcast.net>

From: <cgjanzen@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There are NO benefits to
countries where rich US citizens go to kill animals for trophies. The communities rarely get much
of the money the hunters spend to kill these beautiful animals. I am appalled that the USFWS is
now spending our tax dollars to form this pro hunting council trying to pretend that killing
endangered animals is conservation. Nobody buys that crap! Cecil should still be alive and
nobody thinks his death benefitted anyone except the rich dentist who gets a thrill murdering
animals. Your council is a bad joke. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gayle Janzen
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<mprice@the-acorn.com>

From: <mprice@the-acorn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Price
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Tofu1@msn.com>

From: <Tofu1@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Only cowards would find
this acceptable, taking the life of an innocent animal only to prove that they are macho, NOT! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Grace Van Artsdalen



Conversation Contents
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<skazz999W@hotmail.com>

From: <skazz999W@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It makes me puke that
trophy hunting exists for polar bears. Global warming is shrinking the bears' habitat, and U.S.
hunters can kill them in Canada. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Philip Ratcliff
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Soccerstar3030@hotmail.com>

From: <Soccerstar3030@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Single handedly humans
are destroying nature and the other inhabitants of this planet. Please don't make it alright and
definitely don't encourage it because soon enough every species will be endangered. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leigha Lynch
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<alejandravanegas5@hotmail.com>

From: <alejandravanegas5@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maria Vanegas
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<demilevet@gmail.com>

From: <demilevet@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I strongly ask to abandon
this council and end trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Demitrice
Venters
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<jibboscarol@hotmail.com>

From: <jibboscarol@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. TO USDWS: HOW CAN
YOU NOT WANT THE GREEDY PIGS (SORRY, I INSULTED THE ANIMAL) WHO WANT TO
MURDER THE MOST MAGNIFICENT OF THE SPECIES TO BE HANG DEAD ON A WALL?
EVERY ATTEMPT SHOULD BE SERIOUSLY OUTLAWED! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Kite
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<angela_murdock@hotmail.com>

From: <angela_murdock@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I, along with my family and
friends, feel very strongly about this issue. We would appreciate your support. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Angela Norse
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<catherinejobling4677@comcast.net>

From: <catherinejobling4677@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon your
plans to establish a council on trophy hunting for Americans. Vulnerable and endangered
wildlife will suffer important losses and be big losers! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, catherine jobling
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<lesntes@paulbunyan.net>

From: <lesntes@paulbunyan.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tessa Lauderbaugh
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<donzit@icloud.com>

From: <donzit@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is stunning to me that
there is any consideration to encourage trophy hunting. The outrage after the collared lion
"Cecil" was lured from a park to his death should be enough to convince anyone of that. Please
rethink this idea. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Donna Moore
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<bobbieven@hotmail.com>

From: <bobbieven@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I can't believe I'm reading
this...it's devastating to see we may be going backward! Trophy hunting it's not ethical
conservation. It's taking a beautiful life to put on a wall...I'm baffled...well not necessarily, people
pay thousands to savagely kill a magnificent being for selfishness. This isnt conservation, it's a
disaster. With all of the threats that are mounting towards these animals, this would result in
many more deaths of the families and group these animals live within. It's disgusting. Sad to live
in a world this happens in. We are asking that you abandon plans to assemble this council.
PLEASE, our world is on the decline and many of us know it, don't willingly contribute to
this...we want our children to see these beautiful animals wild and free, not dead and
stuffed....where they read in books of what used to be...a beautiful world. Thank you for your
time? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bobbi Beck
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Nitsuaetihw@gmail.com>

From: <Nitsuaetihw@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is cruel & barbaric.
Where did these people lose their souls It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Austin White
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<chassen@bellsouth.net>

From: <chassen@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 23:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not pursue this.
We need to leave these animals alone to thrive and provide future generations of citizens the
thrill of seeing them alive not dead and hanging on someone's wall as a trophy. This just upsets
me that a committee is being considered. Is this another Trump thing? You republicans are
going to loose in 2018. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carol Hassan
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<m.e.b.mcmahon@gmail.com>

From: <m.e.b.mcmahon@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa McMahon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<iolanda_weidgenant@live.com>

From: <iolanda_weidgenant@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Iolanda Weidgenant
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<celesteanacker@gmail.com>

From: <celesteanacker@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Celeste Anacker
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jimbotenn@gmail.com>

From: <Jimbotenn@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The trophy hunting of
defenseless wildlife is not a form of conservancy. It is a bunch of killers that like to think they are
tough because they can shoot and kill wildlife. I would like to see how many of these tough guys
would hunt if the animal had even a 10 percent chance of killing the hunter. None It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, James Thorpe
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<steve.robey@gmail.com>

From: <steve.robey@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, steve robey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Shourmanesh@gmail.com>

From: <Shourmanesh@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Nothing will benefits the
earth more than mankind gaining consciousness, empathy and compassion towards animals.
Earth needs it's to survive, mankind shouldn't be trophy hunting that is pretty. If it was a sport,
there would be no guns and the animal would win everytime... It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sahar Hourmanesh
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<donmckelvey38@gmail.com>

From: <donmckelvey38@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Don McKelvey
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<donnaleavitt0@gmail.com>

From: <donnaleavitt0@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Murdering animals for no
reason whatsoever is horribly wrong! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Donna Leavitt
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<Tere.contreras007@gmail.com>

From: <Tere.contreras007@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is not only cruel and
unnessessary but a huge step back for humanity, Instead of helping these people kill
animals,you should concentrate on getting these people mentally evaluated. Who is their right
mind kills for fun !?? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Teresa
Contreras
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<Laine@laineberry.com>

From: <Laine@laineberry.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage
this barbarism. Our wildlife are irreplaceable once lost; trophy hunting has no place in our
society. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laine Berry
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Samanr6@hotmail.com>

From: <Samanr6@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. Killing is not a sport! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely Samaneh Rabiei It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and



facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Samaneh
Rabiei
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carvaggro666@hotmail.com>

From: <carvaggro666@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, mauricio carvajal
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Purplehazent@mac.com>

From: <Purplehazent@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tim Brady
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<golf-nut24@comcast.net>

From: <golf-nut24@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Trigg Wright III
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Posersk8r36@hotmail.com>

From: <Posersk8r36@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The exploitation of any
animal should be illegal world wide. By encouraging trophy hunts of sentient beings, where do
we as human beings drawn the line in the destruction of our planet and it's inhabitants? It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ian Hajiro
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kkawszan@comcast.net>

From: <kkawszan@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Kawszan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kateague@earthlink.net>

From: <kateague@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kate Ague



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brusenjohn@gmail.com>

From: <brusenjohn@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, john brusen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<madameskunkly@gmail.com>

From: <madameskunkly@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To whom it may concern,
The act of trophy hunting is beyond even the compression of any human being with the ability to
understand a sentient being. It is unnecessary, cruel, wasteful, and displays characteristics of
sociopathic tendencies. It is harming our ecosystem, and the potential for extinction is high.
Please end this barbaric practice once and for all. Corey Fehrmann It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Corey Fehrmann
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<whtrabbitart@gmail.com>

From: <whtrabbitart@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:26:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bill Schuler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Augustatigrett@mac.com>

From: <Augustatigrett@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Augusta Tigrett
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<B77garcia@gmail.com>

From: <B77garcia@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The purpose of this
agency should be to promote animal welfare- not the contrary. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Blanca Garcia
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<Wyliepat@hotmail.com>

From: <Wyliepat@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Wylie
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<Mackenziehintz@gmail.com>

From: <Mackenziehintz@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mackenzie Hintz
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<wizardofhamilton@hotmail.com>

From: <wizardofhamilton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:16:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Billy Angus
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<adams_marsha@fastmail.fm>

From: <adams_marsha@fastmail.fm>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marsha Adams
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pacific2626@gmail.com>

From: <pacific2626@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erik LaRue
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<Jamiereko@gmail.com>

From: <Jamiereko@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage
trophy hunting. It's not a sport, it's murder. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Jamie Rekow
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Clairehollowayart@gmail.com>

From: <Clairehollowayart@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Claire Holloway
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<johoff@live.com>

From: <johoff@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jo Ellen Hoffman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<elisemar@hotmail.com>

From: <elisemar@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elise Phillips Margulis
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<Foreverelf16@gmail.com>

From: <Foreverelf16@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 22:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Naaz Nasir
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<kward3@nycap.rr.com>

From: <kward3@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ken Ward
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<Laural1900@gmail.com>

From: <Laural1900@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. La caccia e'un atto orribile,
disumano, uccidere e'una vergogna. Sparare ad una creatura dovrebbe essere un crimine,
vietato dalla legge e punito! Per favore ritroviamo la nostra UMANITA', bandiamo ogni forma di
crudelta'..proteggiamo chi non si puo'difendere da solo di fronte a tanta cattiveria, lo chiedono
cittadini da tutto il mondo. Facciamo vincere il BUON SENSO. Grazie,Laura It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laura Lanciotti
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<edeaston@xplornet.ca>

From: <edeaston@xplornet.ca>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. More very disturbing news
out of the US regarding our wildlife! I find it absolutely shocking that Trophy hunting is being
encouraged. I urge you to reconsider this terrible decision!!! I urge you to please abandon these
plans to promote Trophy Hunting!! Please do not bow down to these cruel hunters! Our wildlife
encounter too many dangers; they do not need another. Our animals need protection, not
encouragement to wantonly kill them!! Please!!! I beg you, abandon your plans to establish this
council!! "COMPASSION IS THE SIGN OF A NATION'S GREATNESS"!!!!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Eileen Easton
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<brilliantstar_7@hotmail.com>

From: <brilliantstar_7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shobna Radons
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<judrees@hotmail.com>

From: <judrees@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not mistake
trophy hunting with hunting for food. It is unethical and cruel. I believe most hunting and all
trapping and trophy hunting is wrong. More animals are being killed than can live (are born)
sustainably. It is inhumane and no society or Government should support this dreadful murder.
Only psychopaths can possibly enjoy killing for fun. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judy Rees
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<chrismorr@live.com>

From: <chrismorr@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why waste precious life ?
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, john and morrison
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<tsiegrist12@comcast.net>

From: <tsiegrist12@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Toni Siegrist
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<bendigoadd@hotmail.com>

From: <bendigoadd@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You don't need to hunt to
eat, so stop the slaughter! No good comes from hunting, its just wrong! Canned hunting needs
to be banned. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sophie Solway
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<galaxygoon@tds.net>

From: <galaxygoon@tds.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie McCarthy
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<ajones@gmail.com>

From: <ajones@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, A Jones
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<eyannuzzi@verizon.net>

From: <eyannuzzi@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elaine Yannuzzi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bongodrum@gmail.com>

From: <bongodrum@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Pleas abandon plans to
establish the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Do not promote trophy hunting. This is
not a form of conservation , not an ethical way to preserve biodiversity, and caters to wildlife
exploiters. Wildlife is worth much more alive as a tourist attraction. Very little of the hunters'
money goes to local communities. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jeannette
Welling
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<katross98@gmail.com>

From: <katross98@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kat Ross
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<zacharycroissant89@gmail.com>

From: <zacharycroissant89@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Zach Croissant
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<amgm1431@pacbell.net>

From: <amgm1431@pacbell.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:11:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is no
longer morally acceptable. This goes against the wishes of Americans and international citizens
who value the lives of animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Geraldine
Minott
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<Pamelama87@gmail.com>

From: <Pamelama87@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:06:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Boich
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<Sabrinajulevic@gmail.com>

From: <Sabrinajulevic@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:06:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting? Give me
a gun I'll kill every trophy hunter. Bring these bitches to me! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sabrina Julevic
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<jford812015@gmail.com>

From: <jford812015@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:06:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joan Ford
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<glasserjoan@gmail.com>

From: <glasserjoan@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To the US Fish and
Wildlife Service, Your plans to form an form an advisory panel specifically dedicated to
promoting international hunting opportunities for US citizens is the latest of Interior Secretary
Zinke's attempts to attack vulnerable wildlife. This is a horrifying proposal and will prioritize the
demands of wildlife exploiters above the desires of the majority of Americans who favor effective
conservation policy. Trophy hunting is cruel and unethical. I implore you to abandon the
formation of such a panel in favor of wildlife conservation. Do not demean the inherent worth of
our wildlife! Thank you, Joan Glasser It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, joan
glasser
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<Boo64elo@gmail.com>

From: <Boo64elo@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 21:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sally Blake
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<vijayalakshmi.199706@gmail.com>

From: <vijayalakshmi.199706@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vijaya Lakshmi
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<Odonnell.88@gmail.con>

From: <Odonnell.88@gmail.con>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no reason for
such atrocities. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Colleen
O'Donnell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Amanda_racic@hotmail.com>

From: <Amanda_racic@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amanda Racic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<shantipahl@hotmail.com>

From: <shantipahl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:56:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shanti Copeland
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lsl6821@bellsouth.net>

From: <lsl6821@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nina Lee
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Diaz.a.tatiana@gmail.com>

From: <Diaz.a.tatiana@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tatiana Diaz



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tm4839@att.net>

From: <tm4839@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We all know what this is
about. The Trump boys push this agenda. They have no appreciation or connection to the
natural world-just like the old man-destroy is their mantra. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, t mullarkey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pkboley@att.net>

From: <pkboley@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please discourage trophy
hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathie Boley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lmkehew@hotmail.com>

From: <lmkehew@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Kehew
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mccleary@stolaf.edu>

From: <mccleary@stolaf.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, please do not
encourage trophy hunting. Those "trophies" on the wall used to be real, living, breathing
animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Harriet McCleary
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<buster11195@gmail.com>

From: <buster11195@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has
nothing to do with regular hunting. They don't use the meat which is what hunting is supposed to
be all about.. it's just about killing a animal and stuffing and saying you killed this animal.... If we
discourage this in the states hopefully it will go on down the line to other countries where
animals are being wiped out from the face of this earth (elephants,rhinos,tigers)just to name a
few... I think the United States could help set the standard. What a waste trophy hunting is.. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rhonda Edwards
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kishungi@hotmail.com>

From: <Kishungi@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wendy Gardner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hopegentle47@gmail.com>

From: <hopegentle47@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hope Gentle



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<p_kahigian@hotmail.com>

From: <p_kahigian@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Peter Kahigian
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kirk.debbie.tayler@gmail.com>

From: <Kirk.debbie.tayler@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am all for photo hunting,
but against trophy hunting for the reasons stated below. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie Tayler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vivandrobin@gmail.com>

From: <vivandrobin@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not support or
encourage trophy hunting! We are in the middle of a massive man-made extinction, it is
irresponsible to say the least to allow the mindless murder of animals. Killing for sport is not
okay. It is not a form of conservation. It is immoral. We the people demand an end to trophy
hunting and all hunting. In a world where you can be anything, please be kind. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vivian Davey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rshoeschler@hotmail.com>

From: <rshoeschler@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rebecca Hoeschler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<janaecbailie@gmail.com>

From: <janaecbailie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janae Bailie
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lindseygulick@gmail.com>

From: <Lindseygulick@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lindsey Gulick
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Zan4556@mail.com>

From: <Zan4556@mail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. So unessary to hunt these
innocent animals for trophy or at all it's selfish and cruel and if it keeps happening we won't have
these beautiful animals in the future what a shame..stop the hunts! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brit Shabazian
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<claire1j@hotmail.com>

From: <claire1j@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Claire Jackson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kjhairel@gmail.com>

From: <kjhairel@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this insanity.
It's like living in the dark age. There is never a need to use trophy hunting to make a person feel
important, they need to go to therapy. We create a society that lacks empathy, understanding
and love. Make the connection, we are all on the earth to live. Just because animals don't speak
our language does not give man the right to do what they like with them. PLEASE It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kim Jones
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<springhead@qnet.com>

From: <springhead@qnet.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jamie Green
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Rbader@kent.edu>

From: <Rbader@kent.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rita Mason
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brenda@brendaharrop.com>

From: <brenda@brendaharrop.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm vehemently against the
formation of a council which would promote international trophy hunting under the guise of
conservation. Immediately denounce this council and focus your efforts on protecting innocent
animals and promoting protection to the endangered species and the environment they inhabit.
Sincerely, Brenda Harrop It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brenda Harrop
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ampen@outlook.com>

From: <ampen@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Autumn Penfold
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jordydolce@gmail.com>

From: <Jordydolce@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jordan Rodriguez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Grassano <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Grassano <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this. Please. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Grassano

carol broll <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: carol broll <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, carol broll

Linda Smyth <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Smyth <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Smyth

Michele Tusinac <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Michele Tusinac <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michele Tusinac

Dana Craig <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dana Craig <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dana Craig

Elaine Balgemann <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elaine Balgemann <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation.  ATTENTION:USFWS The
aim of the council is to deceivingly promote trophy hunting as a form of conservation. It will have
the power to advise the USFWS on a range of topics, including which species receive
Endangered Species Act protection and how to make it easier to import wildlife products. STOP
THIS PROGRAM NOW, IMMEDIATELY.. Not to Encourage Trophy Hunting! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elaine Balgemann

Maricela Mier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maricela Mier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maricela Mier

Rosemary Knopff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rosemary Knopff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rosemary Knopff



Amie Baker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Amie Baker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has no
benefit for conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amie Baker

JoElla Mang <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: JoElla Mang <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It isn't necessary and more
important, the animal suffers. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, JoElla Mang

Marietta Scaltrito <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marietta Scaltrito <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is barbaric and cruel to
kill another creature and exhibit that body for others to see. IT IS NOT A SPORT WHEN THE
OTHER OPPONENT CANNOT PUNCH BACK. IT IS A DISGRACEFUL, INHUMANE EXHIBIT
OF GREED AND SELFISHNESS. WE SHOULD BE PROTECTING AND APPRECIATING OUR
PRECIOUS WILDLIFE - NOT HANG THEM ON WALLS!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marietta Scaltrito

tina horowitz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: tina horowitz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, tina horowitz

Jolie Graf <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jolie Graf <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Jolie Graf

Tammy Ebers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tammy Ebers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tammy Ebers

Matt Keeler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Matt Keeler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why condone that? It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild



populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Matt Keeler

Sarah Cieslinski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sarah Cieslinski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not legalize
trophy hunting. It is an unnecessary hobby, the animal Caracases are not used for anything, it
harms the species populations, and it is inhumane. Animals have just as many rights as
humans, and we have no right to do what we want to them. They deserve to live, just as we. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sarah Cieslinski

Natalie Van Hooser <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Natalie Van Hooser <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Natalie Van Hooser

Kelly Dunn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kelly Dunn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelly Dunn

Richard kite <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Richard kite <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Richard kite

Ranko Balog <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ranko Balog <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less



than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ranko Balog

Michelle Kohler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michelle Kohler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Kohler

janis gummel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: janis gummel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, janis gummel

Dena Garcia <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dena Garcia <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dena Garcia

Philip Shook <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Philip Shook <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Philip Shook

Heidi Ludwick <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heidi Ludwick <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less



than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heidi Ludwick

Gretchen Messer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gretchen Messer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gretchen Messer

Henry Rosenfeld <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Henry Rosenfeld <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Henry Rosenfeld

Susan Watts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Watts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Watts

Grace Neff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Grace Neff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What is it with the human
race----if they aren't shooting each other they do the next best thing and shoot animals. Are we
born killers because we don't do it for survival. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Grace Neff

Ann Coz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ann Coz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ann Coz

Laura Staples <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laura Staples <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Staples

Kimberley Stoecklein <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Kimberley Stoecklein <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kimberley Stoecklein

Erin Ferguson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Erin Ferguson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erin Ferguson

stephanie nunez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: stephanie nunez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, stephanie nunez

stephanie nunez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: stephanie nunez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, stephanie nunez

James Lindsay <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: James Lindsay <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:01:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The United States
Government should operate in the interest of U.S. citizens, the majority of whom do not support
trophy hunting, but instead support the protection and humane treatment of wlidlife, including
the protection of the natural environment that sustains them. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, James Lindsay



sonnta simon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: sonnta simon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No trophy hunting! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, sonnta simon

S Joyce <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: S Joyce <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, S Joyce

Gloria Shen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gloria Shen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
deplorable 'hobby' that has no place or justification in any conservation program. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gloria Shen

Carla Morin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carla Morin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carla Morin

Debra Rehn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Debra Rehn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debra Rehn



Mary Anne Loughlin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Anne Loughlin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No trophy hunting!
Period!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Anne Loughlin

Maureen Morse <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maureen Morse <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Morse

Maureen Morse <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maureen Morse <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Morse

Ted Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ted Williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ted Williams

Terri Cordell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Terri Cordell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Terri Cordell



Beatrice Klysz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Beatrice Klysz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. i am totally and utterly
against trophy hunting. It serves no purpose except to glorify some fool with a high powered
rifle. It needs to stop. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Beatrice Klysz

Steve Matos <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Steve Matos <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. In no way shape or form, is
trophy hunting honorable or a positive act on the animals of this planet and the health of mother
nature. Every single act we do down to our thoughts have an direct impact on our environment.
When you harm another you harm yourself and that goes for all living beings. If it has a beating
heart it is equal to you. The universal law of cause and effect aka karma is an unforgivng force
that no one on this planet can hide from. Please do not encourage trophy hunting it's a
despicable crime against life. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at



Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Steve Matos

Alicia Lopez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alicia Lopez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There are other humane
means of preserving biodiversity. "Trophy Hunting" a vile act of violence isn't what most of the
people you all share this earth with want encouraged. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alicia Lopez

Andrea Frank <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Andrea Frank <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrea Frank

John T <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: John T <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, John T

Cathy Houde <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cathy Houde <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cathy Houde

Cassandra Collins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cassandra Collins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wildlife has a role to teach
us about the planet & the ecosystems. They had a higher purpose then serving as decoration



for somebody's home. Aren't humans better than that?? It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cassandra Collins

Samantha Ezratty <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Samantha Ezratty <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Samantha Ezratty

Nidhi Negandhi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Nidhi Negandhi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Imagine your family and
kids in place of those animals. They have a family too. Let them live. Lets bring in a change that
our generations in.future will remember and be proud of. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nidhi Negandhi

norma alvarado <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: norma alvarado <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Say NO to trophy hunting!
Promote eco tourism instead. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, norma
alvarado

Marie Wakefield <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marie Wakefield <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marie Wakefield

As Er <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: As Er <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Leave our wildlife and wild
places alone... MAN IS A MONSTER AND THIS ADMINISTRATION IS A BUNCH OF
DESTRUCTIVE SELF ABSIRBED GREEDY JERKS It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, As Er

Aoibhin Foley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Aoibhin Foley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please reconsider this
decision. It is just an excuse for the wealthy to abuse their power, disregard the lives of these
animals and ignore the local community It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the



USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Aoibhin Foley

Karina Pavlova <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Karina Pavlova <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karina Pavlova

John Berkland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: John Berkland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is an
unneeded and in no way should be encouraged or considered! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, John Berkland

Susan Fanning <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Fanning <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should be
permanently banned worldwide. It's insane to kill animals for sport. It is just wrong!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Fanning

Linda Cummings <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Cummings <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I loath this filthy rich man's
disgusting ego 'entertainment'. This is one of the things I hate most about the entitled rich - they
kill indiscriminately, for fun. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda
Cummings

Marney Roemmelt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marney Roemmelt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The inhuman practice of
trophy hunting must stop! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and



facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marney
Roemmelt

Christine Capaldo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Christine Capaldo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As a veterinarian with
wildlife experience, I am appalled that USFWS is considering promoting trophy hunting. The
overall wild animal population has tragically been reduced by nearly 70% in my lifetime. Trophy
hunting has NO place in modern society as many species are on the brink of extinction. Those
that aren't considered endangered, are facing serious threats from habitat loss due to human
encroachment and overpopulation. I implore you to reconsider this absurd proposal and instead
defend and preserve wild animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christine
Capaldo

janice shannon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: janice shannon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please stop encouraging
the murder of these animals It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, janice shannon

Deborah Bol <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Bol <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Deborah Bol

donna Logan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: donna Logan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, donna Logan

karen fostel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: karen fostel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please outlaw trophy
hunting!! this barbaric practice is no "sport". it is pandering to twisted egos and their bloated
pocketbooks. stop it now,, no ifs ands or buts. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism



activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
karen fostel

Kate Keen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kate Keen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kate Keen

Beverly Lane <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Beverly Lane <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Beverly Lane

Karla Faulkner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Karla Faulkner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karla Faulkner

Lily Zuccarello <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lily Zuccarello <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are declining at a
alarming rate and this will not help any wild life but will only help in the decline of future
generations to have these amazing animals roaming. Animals are not prizes. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lily Zuccarello

Naomi Avissar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Naomi Avissar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Naomi Avissar

Cathy Wootan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cathy Wootan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cathy Wootan

yadira Rodriguez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: yadira Rodriguez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please don't be fooled by
the information placed out there stating otherwise. we all deserve the right to live and not be
hunted just to make an individual that obviously has some self esteem issues to feel "tough" for
a momentary minute. we don't tolerate sick individuals who conduct mass murders for a minute
of publicity and high sense of power to get away with their crimes, why should we allow this for
individuals who kill animals for a thrill? please consider the effects and repercussions to our
environment It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, yadira
Rodriguez

Cyndi Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cyndi Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. These animals deserve to
live and not be the victims of hunters feeding their egos. Not to mention the enviromental impact
t this has. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the



animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cyndi
Thompson

John Pasqua <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: John Pasqua <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. MUST BAN ALL TROPHY
HUNTS TO SAFEGUARD THE WILDLIFE FROM GOING EXTINCT. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, John Pasqua

Susannah Gelbart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susannah Gelbart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should not
even be tolerated in this day and age, let alone encouraged! Allow nature to control numbers of
animals. If there is enough space, water, and food then they will thrive without hunters, trying to
control things. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susannah
Gelbart

Albert Legzdins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Albert Legzdins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Albert Legzdins

Susan OROurke <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan OROurke <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to respect all
wildlife and NO animal should EVER lose their life thru trophy hunting-it is shameful It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan OROurke

Deborah Saracini <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Saracini <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Saracini

Jacqueline Robinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jacqueline Robinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jacqueline Robinson

Nicole Link <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Nicole Link <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Link

Eva Hofberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Eva Hofberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. If you love animals - you
want to save every creature on earth! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one



is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Eva
Hofberg

Marilyn Saunders <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Saunders <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, please do not
promote more killing of innocent animals. They deserve to live just as much as humans do.
Trophy hunting is disgraceful & should be banned, not made easier. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Saunders

Vira Confectioner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vira Confectioner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vira Confectioner

Kelley Scanlon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kelley Scanlon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelley Scanlon



Judith Hazelton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judith Hazelton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Judith Hazelton

Marianne Frusteri <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marianne Frusteri <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marianne Frusteri

Claudia Ford <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Claudia Ford <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. On the face of it, this
proposed Council would appear to be in the interest of a small and elite group of people of
means who seek such ventures as "Trophy Hunting", and is clearly not in the interest of the
larger American public nor the average citizen. Furthermore, it seems entirely out of the scope
of the mission and responsibilities of the USFWS, and is not in the interest of global
conservation efforts. I strongly object to my tax dollars being used to promote trophy hunting via
a U.S. Government agency. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Claudia Ford

Bianca White <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Bianca White <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bianca White

Gary Cronin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gary Cronin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gary Cronin

Cornelia Teed <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cornelia Teed <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cornelia Teed

JANNA NEPERUD <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: JANNA NEPERUD <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE BAN TROPHY



HUNTING! Abandon your plans to establish this counsel. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, JANNA NEPERUD

Dobi Dobroslawa <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dobi Dobroslawa <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dobi Dobroslawa

Charlotte Stahl <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Charlotte Stahl <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE don't allow this
trophy killing to continue! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Charlotte Stahl

sheri reeves <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: sheri reeves <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sheri reeves

Dana Hanlon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dana Hanlon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dana Hanlon

Cinzia Amiconi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cinzia Amiconi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cinzia Amiconi



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<prissy569@hotmail.com>

From: <prissy569@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, priscilla stephens



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mezalesak@msn.com>

From: <mezalesak@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margie Zalesak



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<thesithempire@msn.com>

From: <thesithempire@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Bongiorno



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rschroeder1017@att.net>

From: <rschroeder1017@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 20:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Only idiots hunt for
trophies. Leave the wildlife alone and stop promoting this not a sport so idiots can kill wildlife. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ruth Schroeder



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cocobuddr@hotmail.com>

From: <cocobuddr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lasha Wells
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<engine30.et@gmail.com>

From: <engine30.et@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon the
council. Hunting is a violent and an unecessary practice in this day in age. Trophy hunting is a
pathetic act. Please promote compassion It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Eric
Taylor
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lwsantos@att.net>

From: <lwsantos@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I emphatically oppose
trophy hunting. It is cruel and useless, and the sport of cruel and uncaring people. I also believe
it creates problems in the food chain when hunters decide which animals shall live and die. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leslie Walle-Santos
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Stacy.m.mulligan@gmail.com>

From: <Stacy.m.mulligan@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a gross act of
misconduct for anyone whom claims they respect life or law. The future generations will not
know the glory that was once our world but the peril of lost beauty. Killing one family member
leads to others certain death. Harming wildlife greatly puts the worldwide ecosystems at risk and
in turn international economy. It is socially irresponsible and morally incorrigible as well as
defenseless. How will you explain this decision to your constituents, your grand children, and
your conscience? The elite have moved on from the fad and the general public perceive trophy
hunting as sociopathic. It's simply bad for business. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stacy Mulligan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<karenglmp@gmail.com>

From: <karenglmp@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen Gitkind It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the



demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen Gitkind
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<benjaminlipton@me.com>

From: <benjaminlipton@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This council is yet another
attempt by this administration to privilege the egocentric, destructive wishes of a handful of the
wealthiest Americans over environmentally sound policy . This must cease . It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Benjamin Lipton
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<domeman3@earthlink.net>

From: <domeman3@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I used to hunt to put food
on the table. Trophy "hunting" is NOT hunting. There is no sportsmanship involved, and a head
on someone's wall of an endangered species is not a sign of a hunter's prowess. It just shows
the ignorance of those who wish to rape the wild. To hell with them and their kind. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dick Freeman
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<Sav.meyers@gmail.com>

From: <Sav.meyers@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow this! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Savannah Meyers
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<Mregnetta@gmail.com>

From: <Mregnetta@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Regnetta
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<Trembs_14@hotmail.com>

From: <Trembs_14@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Matt Tremblay
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<greissp@pa.net>

From: <greissp@pa.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Greiss
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<ruralsub@earthlink.net>

From: <ruralsub@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kyle Ullman
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<laurengeraths@gmail.com>

From: <laurengeraths@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lauren Geraths
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<c.ostrer@gmail.com>

From: <c.ostrer@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. May I say that the US is
getting a really bad reputation on this matter, Please don't make it worse! #CecilRIP
++++++how many more? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carey Ostrer
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<maia.vanpelt@gmail.com>

From: <maia.vanpelt@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maia Van Pelt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Georgialubin@hotmail.com>

From: <Georgialubin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Don't do it It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Georgia Lubin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stevehall488@gmail.com>

From: <stevehall488@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I believe it would be a
huge mistake to promote something like this. It is foolish and irresponsible It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Steve Hall
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<animallovermam@gmail.com>

From: <animallovermam@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Mosher



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nat@asis.com>

From: <nat@asis.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is obscene!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nat Childs
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<surreycm@earthlink.net>

From: <surreycm@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am admittedly not a
hunter of any species nor am I a vegetarian. However, I find the emphasis on trophy hunting
ethically -- from a cultural/moral standpoint, and biologically from an ecological perspective --
offensive, and not in the best interests of an American cultural heritage that reflects government
actions exemplifying the compassion of our humanity. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cynthia Moore
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<as@gmail.com>

From: <as@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Annie Strong
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<audrey@savinghorsesinc.com>

From: <audrey@savinghorsesinc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Audrey Reynolds
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<hesper79@gmail.com>

From: <hesper79@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laurel Hieb
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<sriparna18@hotmail.com>

From: <sriparna18@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rishabh Sen
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<woogersam@mac.com>

From: <woogersam@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, William G Rose Jr
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<lindamandala@gmail.com>

From: <lindamandala@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE BAN ALL
TROPHY HUNTING. HUMANS ARE DECIMATING POPULATIONS OF ANIMALS FOR NO
OTHER REASON THAN TO BOOST THEIR STUPID HUMAN EGOS AND PUT SOMEONES
HEAD ON THEIR WALL. THIS IS THE WORST KIND OF INHUMANITY AND CRUELTY AND
WE NEED TO STOP ACTING THIS WAY TOWARDS THE OTHER BEINGS WHO SHARE
THIS PLANET WITH US...WE WILL NEVER HAVE PEACE ON EARTH IF WE KILL OTHER
BEINGS FOR FUN OR PROFIT OR EGOS. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Linda Mandala
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<Nicomcafee@gmail.com>

From: <Nicomcafee@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nico Mcafee
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<Shannon.c.human@gmail.com>

From: <Shannon.c.human@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Humans are the only ones
who hunt for sport and for many other selfish reasons. It's doing huge damage to your
environment and it needs to be ended before another animal goes extinct. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shannon Human
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<dab1219@comcast.net>

From: <dab1219@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals everywhere are
under great pressure to survive and hunting should not be promoted for this reason.. Trophy
hunters typically take the "best animals" out of the gene pool. They do not hunt for their own
survival..but merely for pleasure and ego. This is Not conservation; this is Wrong! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Donna Steadman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Valerie.rene@gmail.com>

From: <Valerie.rene@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has far
reaching implications and needs to be treated as a crime. If we stop and consider our actions
and motivations we will see why we are dealing with so much violence and inequality between
all beings on this planet. We can be the generation to change that. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Valerie Gonzalez
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<Auniq76@gmail.com>

From: <Auniq76@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Let's love all of the Earths
fellow beings. They have as much right to be here and don't deserve to be killed to then be put
on a wall. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rachel
Mendez
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<haleyrussell24@gmail.com>

From: <haleyrussell24@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Haley Russell
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<Bxindia225@msn.com>

From: <Bxindia225@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop trophy
hunting!!! This cannot continue. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Maria Mu
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<little_jennifer73@hotmail.com>

From: <little_jennifer73@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Vaca
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gcchoate6@att.net>

From: <gcchoate6@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Camille Choate
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jamajama@live.com>

From: <jamajama@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jana Kitzinger
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<ridgkathi43213@msn.com>

From: <ridgkathi43213@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathi Ridgway
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<evan.oakley@gmail.com>

From: <evan.oakley@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Evan Oakley
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<oddieferret@gmail.com>

From: <oddieferret@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Griffith
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<lwhillock@hawaiiantel.net>

From: <lwhillock@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I've been on numerous
African Wildlife safaris in several African countries and the amount of tourism dollars spent on
game viewing and wild animal appreciation far exceeds the income generated by trophy
hunters. Opening the door to killing Wildlife is counterproductive to both the indigenous people
and the ever diminishing Wildlife populations. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Laurel Whillock
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<chhavimalhotra1@gmail.com>

From: <chhavimalhotra1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chhavi Malhotra
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<schwall.nancy@icloud.com>

From: <schwall.nancy@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Schwall
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<Abigail.md@gmail.com>

From: <Abigail.md@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Abigail Redding
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Rajlaxmi.aw123@gmail.com>

From: <Rajlaxmi.aw123@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Governments are
supposed to be protecting animals from hunters and poachers and not promote such barbaric
activities, many animals are on the brink of extinction due to such greedy activities conducted by
people to satiate their monetary greed. So stop promoting Animal slaughter and abuse &
hunting in the name of sports or entertainment! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sony W

<Rajlaxmi.aw123@gmail.com>

From: <Rajlaxmi.aw123@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Governments are
supposed to be protecting animals from hunters and poachers and not promote such barbaric
activities, many animals are on the brink of extinction due to such greedy activities conducted by
people to satiate their monetary greed. So stop promoting Animal slaughter and abuse &
hunting in the name of sports or entertainment! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sony W



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Chell.cormack@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <Chell.cormack@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not glorify this
disgusting and cruel act. We need to appreciate these beautiful beings whilst we still can. Not
glorifying slaughter. The world has seen too much. It is barbaric and unnecessary about the
formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and
Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to
boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations
to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of
conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chereale Cormack
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Davidh@brookes.net.au>

From: <Davidh@brookes.net.au>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. With worldwide fish
shortages and animal extinction why would you even consider this barbaric practice. Please
throw this idea in the trash can where it belongs. We should be protecting animals not killing
them It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, David Halyard
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<arrrrrvie@gmail.com>

From: <arrrrrvie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Arvie Alana Nadine
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stoneybrook50@comcast.net>

From: <stoneybrook50@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erica Johanson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tbrenza@hotmail.com>

From: <tbrenza@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tina Brenza
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cavosmik@gmail.com>

From: <cavosmik@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christine Vosmik
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sarahckoshy@gmail.con>

From: <Sarahckoshy@gmail.con>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is a testament of our lack
of humanity. We should protect not help kill animals. How can we conserve life when killing in
the name of sport is allowed? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sarah Koshy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rainstorm112@hotmail.com>

From: <rainstorm112@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carolina Camarillo
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<elena@shastaventures.com>

From: <elena@shastaventures.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elena Ennouri
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<etancelincorinne@orange.fr>

From: <etancelincorinne@orange.fr>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, corinne etancelin
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<gillian1@hawaii.rr.com>

From: <gillian1@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gillian Boss
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<simmari7@hotmall.com>

From: <simmari7@hotmall.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is ridiculous to
promote trophy hunting. Please stop encouraging this! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marianne K
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kmkautz97@gmail.com>

From: <kmkautz97@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this practice! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Katherine Kautz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kategvp@gmail.com>

From: <Kategvp@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kate Gualtieri
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<erichuiabn@gmail.com>

From: <erichuiabn@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eric Hui
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<terraleighbell@gmail.com>

From: <terraleighbell@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 19:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Many of my family
members have been hunters. Anyone with experience hunting knows that there is a radical
difference between the way that hunting within a reasonable range of your home puts you in
closer contact with the ecosystem of that area, and the way that trophy hunting encourages you
to see a distant ecosystem as a playground. One needs to hunt, year in and year out, in the
same general area, to be in contact with the areas that need attention: to know when a species
of pheasant needs a break from hunting, and to know that a species of deer is becoming too
populous. Trophy hunting disconnects people from the land and the animals. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Terra Leigh Bell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brettholland77@gmail.com>

From: <brettholland77@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brett Holland
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mparvis1914@verizon.net>

From: <mparvis1914@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I don't understand why
anyone would allow for beautiful animals to be killed. It's disgusting and sick to harm our
amazing wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michele Parvis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jody.belter@bgcbigs.ca>

From: <Jody.belter@bgcbigs.ca>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no place for
trophy hunting in this world. It is an inhumane, senseless, despicable, cowardly "sport". Please
do not support this council. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jody Belter



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jofore@icloud.com>

From: <jofore@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judy Fore
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sustings@gmail.com>

From: <sustings@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Hastings
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<richedna@comcast.net>

From: <richedna@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It saddens me that people
still try to justify the need for trophy hunting. For YEARS I've known that trophy hunting has
been proven to be an ineffective method of wildlife conservation and for YEARS I've lent my
voice to its opposition. But I've also known for YEARS that humans are both greedy and stupid.
I continue to lend my voice to combat this and other what I would deem to be obviously
ludicrous human endeavors in hopes that intelligence and common sense will not be bred out of
the human gene pool. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Edna Thuma
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<janine.vinton@mail.com>

From: <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janine Vinton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<es.majo29@gmail.com>

From: <es.majo29@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lola Es
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<diananoel518@gmail.com>

From: <diananoel518@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diana Noel-Labieniec
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Danielleparrish@hotmail.com>

From: <Danielleparrish@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please! Stop this
nonsense It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Danielle
Parrish
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<clarefrasier@hotmail.com>

From: <clarefrasier@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Callie Slater
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vcyung@gmail.com>

From: <vcyung@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Young
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lance2479@gmail.com>

From: <lance2479@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the war on animals It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lance Kammerud
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dsg719@gmail.com>

From: <Dsg719@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Gaertner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vianneyventura@gmail.com>

From: <vianneyventura@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vianney Ventura

<vianneyventura@gmail.com>

From: <vianneyventura@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vianney Ventura
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Friedenbergs@gmail.com>

From: <Friedenbergs@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
or support this cruel practice of trophy hunting. We need to promote respect and compassion
towards animals. This is a blood sport. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sarah Friedenberg
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Bgiirl__7@hotmail.com>

From: <Bgiirl__7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please have some
compassion. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leslie Ge
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<kgouldmartin@gmail.com>

From: <kgouldmartin@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine Gould-Martin
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<Froess.jenna@gmail.com>

From: <Froess.jenna@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am begging, pleading
and urging you to reconsider this!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jenna Froess
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<LBozack@gmail.com>

From: <LBozack@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is barbaric
and outdated. Please abandon all plans to establish the International Wildlife Conservation
Council, and please discourage all importation of wildlife products into the United States. It's
time to protect all species, and to stop killing simply for sport! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Bozack
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<cbradley@bradleyaudio.com>

From: <cbradley@bradleyaudio.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, C Bradley
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<honeygirl2361@gmail.com>

From: <honeygirl2361@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Jordan
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<hando1964@msn.com>

From: <hando1964@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert Ferrara
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<satyavayu@gmail.com>

From: <satyavayu@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, satya vayu
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dkvoves@gci.ndg>

From: <dkvoves@gci.ndg>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, do not kill any
more of the animals than we already do. There is nothing conservation minded about
encouraging trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Deborah Voves
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<leurina.m@gmail.com>

From: <leurina.m@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Leurina Mehmeti
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Treequeen44@gmail.com>

From: <Treequeen44@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No!!!! We are loosing
valuable species every day to trophy hunting! Trophy hunting is no longer acceptable in todays
society and we cannot encourage these people. Trophy hunting is not fair to the animals
because they are often baited and cornered which isnt even hunting at this point, its a shooting
range. The money paid to kill these beautiful animals do not even go to conservation. Trophy
hunters and poachers are no different please contemplate this and. Please dont do this instead
raise awareness for these endangered species and let them live. We are on this planet to take
care of the earth not exploit it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sarah Maracz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<zkzkac@gmail.com>

From: <zkzkac@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kat Collins
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Misampaio11@gmail.com>

From: <Misampaio11@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. In the name of God..Can't
you see enough madness in this world, you must now come up with a council that pets your
cowards egos ? It's easy to be the one holding the gun right? Stop making other species suffer
for your entertainment now! GET A NORMAL HOBBY! Please take control of your selfs and
abandon this absurd idea. Be kind to others as you want it to your selfs! Thank you ! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Milena Sampaio
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ladyg43@att.net>

From: <ladyg43@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage
trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patricia
Rahikainen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Bjchavez1120@gmail.com>

From: <Bjchavez1120@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I do not understand how
hunting can be glamorized. What next?! We're going to hand mass murders trophies for killing a
good looking human?? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brenda Chavez



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jarmers1981@gmail.com>

From: <Jarmers1981@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All living beings deserve
compassion. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jen Myers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aaliyahbaez@gmail.com>

From: <aaliyahbaez@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Aaliyah Baez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<zew777@gmail.com>

From: <zew777@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ewa Stein
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sofi.valencia@icloud.com>

From: <Sofi.valencia@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I don't understand how is
posible that someone is capable of killing an animal, and something even worse is to do it
because is "fun"(wtf), this isn't an "sport " this is an inocent animal life, hunting, or doing any
type of damage to an animal is a crime and is from a damaged and fucked up human, who is
actually a monster, stop the animal abuse, animal captivity, animal hunting, and animal eating,
please help the animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sofia Valencia
Gómez



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sweber3@bex.net>

From: <sweber3@bex.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandra Weber
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kellyc1065@gmail.com>

From: <Kellyc1065@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelly Chandler Hooper
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pparatelli@hotmail.com>

From: <pparatelli@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patrizio Paratelli
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bill.helen@outlook.com>

From: <bill.helen@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Helen Schafer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kgcs415@gmail.com>

From: <kgcs415@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katharine Sommerfield
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Abauza17@comcast.net>

From: <Abauza17@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alexander Bauza
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tonyac@iname.com>

From: <tonyac@iname.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tonya Cockrell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<enlitened@earthlink.net>

From: <enlitened@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angela Smith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mldchambers@att.net>

From: <mldchambers@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Martha Chambers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rj1845@bellsouth.net>

From: <rj1845@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Just another pathetic idea
from our Sec of Interior!!!!! I pray we can make it as a Nation through these next 3 years!!!!! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Russell James
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<etancelincorinne@orange.fr>

From: <etancelincorinne@orange.fr>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, corinne etancelin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tiawithabroom@gmail.com>

From: <tiawithabroom@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, geri perry
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tigerlily1981@gmail.com>

From: <tigerlily1981@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What an utterly blatant
disregard for wildlife and the efforts made by those who dedicate their lives to protecting that
wildlife. It is disgusting that someone sees it necessary to form a council to discuss how best to
help people with more money than they know what to do with, kill magnificent animals on
another continent. How about we all stop hiding behind the "killing is conservation" guise and
donate the outrageous sums of money to causes that make it their mission to protect animals
and promote conservation; by keeping them ALIVE. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ciara Parks
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lswoodall@gmail.com>

From: <lswoodall@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
conservation. It can not be sold as such. It is killing animals, many of whom are already
endangered. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandra
Woodall
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Karen8.rivera@gmail.com>

From: <Karen8.rivera@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 18:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should be
illegal, and it's unbelievable that anyone would choose to encourage something so sadistic, sick,
and unequivocally wrong. As human beings we have a responsibility to do the right thing - I
implore YOU to do the right thing and spend your time, energy, and resources to finally put an
end to trophy hunting. Thank you! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen Rivera



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lwolf42gsd@live.com>

From: <lwolf42gsd@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is wrong to kill a living
thing just for the thrill of it! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Donna Smith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Aurora1101@gmail.com>

From: <Aurora1101@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, C Golya
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<adeleg@earthlink.net>

From: <adeleg@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Adele Gunnarson
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<catlver5@att.net>

From: <catlver5@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hollie Hollon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marciakellam@hotmail.com>

From: <marciakellam@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I find trophy hunting
morally reprehensible on every level. Animals, who are sentient beings and have families and
friendships just like us, are treated as a commodity--all for the sake of someone's really messed
up ego. Ban ALL trophy hunting! Our planet needs its animals. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marcia Kellam
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<jtrygges@hotmail.com>

From: <jtrygges@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jackie Tryggeseth
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tjamila9807@gmail.com>

From: <tjamila9807@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:51:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This must be stopped It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jamila Tanaaz
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<bocacatlover@gmail.com>

From: <bocacatlover@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting is a sick and
twisted behavior. No sane and caring person can kill an innocent animal that is not threatening
them. The majority of Americans are against hunting so you do not need an advisory council on
hunting. What you need to to not allow any hunting, period, on any USFWS managed land. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janet Robinson
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<catslady3@verizon.net>

From: <catslady3@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Jones
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rmarchetti@nj.rr.com>

From: <rmarchetti@nj.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert Marchetti
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<rcooney44@gmail.com>

From: <rcooney44@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robin Cooney
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<herring.linda@gmail.com>

From: <herring.linda@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I grew up in a home where
my father, almost every year, went deer hunting. He did so, not for a trophy, but because it was
a way to put more food on our table. He killed, dressed and we ate the meat. He never
considered himself smarter or more powerful than the animal he killed. He knew he had the gun,
the animal did not. That wasn't the point. He never hung the antlers for a trophy. I know for a
fact he did not do it to show how strong or tough he was. He never felt it necessary to convince
anyone of that. He spent more than 23 years in the U. S. Air Force defending our country during
WWII, Korea and Viet Nam. I can truly say, trophy hunting was NEVER the reason he hunted.
And, I am certain were he still here today, he would agree with when I say that sending
Americans to other countries to kill for a trophy and think that reflects well on America, is
absolutely the definition of insane. Especially in these days of climate change killing off so many
already, and so many going extinct because of that and poaching. Again, insane. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Herring
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<doloresm2@cox.net>

From: <doloresm2@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dolores Mackenizie
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<Mrodriguez28mis@gmail.com>

From: <Mrodriguez28mis@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michelle Rodriguez
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<dragonwolf52@comcast.net>

From: <dragonwolf52@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda McKillip
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<Tiamo68@hotmail.com>

From: <Tiamo68@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please abandon this
committee and it's goals. Trophy hunting should be abolished, not encouraged! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Pellegrino
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Marzenasylvie@gmail.com>

From: <Marzenasylvie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm not surprised by this
administration but I did hope that at the very least it would leave wildlife and then varmint alone
and concentrate on the BS promises it made to the American public. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marzena Golonka
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<envirogail@q.com>

From: <envirogail@q.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We have been to Africa
and have seen its iconic wildlife in the wild, a mesmerizing and thrilling experience. Trophy
hunting is a disgusting and wasteful endeavor that slaughters a living being for a head on the
wall or a rug on the floor. It has no place in the 21st century. Visitors go to Africa or other
continents to experience the biodiversity of life on earth that humans are fast destroying. The
USFWS is supposed to be about conservation of imperiled species; trophy hunting is not about
conservation. It is about power and ego. We oppose this council. Concentrate on preserving
species not encouraging their destruction. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gail
and John Richardson
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<info@amysophia.com>

From: <info@amysophia.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is quite disgusting to
make trophies of formerly living beings. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Amy Sophia Marashinsky
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<domerpeg@gmail.com>

From: <domerpeg@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow trophy
hunting. It is a cruel and destructive pastime of wealthy, immoral ilndividuals who refuse to
recognize the sentience and fragility of endangered or nearly endangered animals that are
worth so much more alive. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Peggy Domer
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<merman_sada@hotmail.com>

From: <merman_sada@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please consider not to use
this murdering to please the hunters instead of improving the wildlife It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sebastián Bradley
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<cbtaggart@earthlink.net>

From: <cbtaggart@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Taggart
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<dogy330@gmail.com>

From: <dogy330@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Loretta Herger
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<john3031@msn.com>

From: <john3031@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Americans do enough
killing of humans already without promoting killing of other species. This is quite a sick pursuit, if
you give it any thought. We are not worthy to live on this beautiful and bountiful planet Earth, if
all we can think of is celebrating killing. We are leaving our children a devastated Earth as it is,
without promoting more sick savagery. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
John Prehn
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<claireprevo@gmail.com>

From: <claireprevo@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals ARE NOT
trophies!!!! They are God's BELOVED and PRECIOUS Creatures, great and small, and we have
NO RIGHT to KILL them!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Claire Prevost



Conversation Contents
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<Kanichiwah@gmail.com>

From: <Kanichiwah@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alda Virbickas
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<jeep146@hotmail.com>

From: <jeep146@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting reminds
me of Teddy Roosevelt who killed all the different species to save them for future generations in
museums. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Emilio Ramirez
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<faux4us@gmail.com>

From: <faux4us@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not be part of
the overwhelming ignorance coming out of Washington D.C. Please remember that you work for
"we the people" of The United States of America. As a conservative, I'm asking you to do the
right thing and abandon this idea. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Beth Franzen-
Malone
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<dtargonski@comcast.net>

From: <dtargonski@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is appalling. If you
want to know why we have so many mass shootings in this country, THIS IS WHY, we have
desensitized people of killing living things and its only a small step away from killing human
beings. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Anita Targonski
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<bunnymcfly@hotmail.com>

From: <bunnymcfly@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't let this come
into fruition :( ! It's inhumane & utterly monstrous! What is wrong with the world??!! We should
respect all living things... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Anne Fulton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jpstolten@frontier.com>

From: <jpstolten@frontier.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Capitalism's short-term
profit motive is incompatible with long-term public health and safety, and/or long-term
environmental health and safety, and/or animal welfare, and/or human welfare! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, John & Martha Stoltenberg
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Grazgirl2010@gmail.com>

From: <Grazgirl2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Have a heart. And think of
our planet. Our mother. Please do not encourage the hunting of innocent creatures. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jessica Graziano
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<letlarrydoit2@gmail.com>

From: <letlarrydoit2@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. How about leaving trophy
hunting to those who pursue it, and not become involved. This si an inhumane "sport", at best,
and does not deserve to have tax money spent on it. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Larry Mac
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<deborahlinnwilliamson@gmail.com>

From: <deborahlinnwilliamson@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Everyone is looking at this
with s critical eye. Do the right thing and hault the advisory council. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Williamson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Debbie.shortlegs@gmail.com>

From: <Debbie.shortlegs@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debra Plishka
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tterhark@msn.com>

From: <tterhark@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Theresa Terhark
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<timoswald@mail.com>

From: <timoswald@mail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tim Oswald
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Rachaelphilpot7@hitmail.com>

From: <Rachaelphilpot7@hitmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This kind of promotion is
unfathomable and belongs in a different century. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rachael Philpot
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bauzo45@hotmail.com>

From: <bauzo45@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, trophy hunting
must stop. Animals should be free and left alone for futur generations to see. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nicole Ranger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<t.overland@icloud.com>

From: <t.overland@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, tina overland
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bonniedugan2013@gmail.com>

From: <bonniedugan2013@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is done by
self centered people with no regard for animals. This should be discontinued as we are losing
many species... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bonnie Dugan
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<angelin-ayako-iizm@ezweb.ne.jp>

From: <angelin-ayako-iizm@ezweb.ne.jp>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ayako Iijima
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<dragonfly8@gmail.com>

From: <dragonfly8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Segar
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<Allenlaven2@gmail.com>

From: <Allenlaven2@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:01:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is poaching
with more letters. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Allen Laven
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lynettemaclagan@gmail.com>

From: <lynettemaclagan@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, LYNETTE MacLagan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mlabhard@gmail.com>

From: <mlabhard@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 17:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Labhard
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<julie.clare.ani.drolma@gmail.com>

From: <julie.clare.ani.drolma@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, JULIE CLARE
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<margmc@comcast.net>

From: <margmc@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am guessing that the idea
is to persuade trophy hunters to conserve wildlife so there will always be trophies to hunt and
collect. I believe it is better to simply leave wildlife alone and let the animals live. It really is their
world, too. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Margie
McCormick
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<amandajanemiller@live.com>

From: <amandajanemiller@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No wonder humans do
what they do to other humans...trophy hunting is sickening. Come on US, get responsible with
animals, and maybe, just maybe, you will make your own people safer. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amanda Miller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ellenhalbert@hotmail.com>

From: <ellenhalbert@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Halbert
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joeplork@gmail.com>

From: <joeplork@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Matar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<schreibdemstein@posteo.de>

From: <schreibdemstein@posteo.de>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lorenz Steininger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lacomfort@hotmail.com>

From: <lacomfort@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Comfort
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Byakkogenta88@gmail.com>

From: <Byakkogenta88@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Olivia Cabrera
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mgl07@hotmail.com>

From: <mgl07@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, M. G. Lind
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kathleengonnoud@att.net>

From: <kathleengonnoud@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not really
hunting at all.. It is killing a trapped animal... Please put a stop to this unethical method of killing
of wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, kathleen
gonnoud
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<momoneal77@gmail.com>

From: <momoneal77@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't allow or
encourage trophy hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Maureen
O'Neal
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cvillanova820@gmail.com>

From: <cvillanova820@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not trophies.
Have a heart. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carolyn
Villanova
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Christenseys@gmail.com>

From: <Christenseys@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christen Seys
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bajgdb@gmail.com>

From: <bajgdb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Becky Bauer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Georgiaw111@hotmail.com>

From: <Georgiaw111@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Georgia W
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maatbarbara@hotmail.com>

From: <maatbarbara@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting? You
KNOW it is a pathetic act! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, barbara maat
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kingpatsfan@hotmail.com>

From: <kingpatsfan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rob Roberto
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jodyg8@msn.com>

From: <jodyg8@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jody Gibson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cpryan@wi.rr.com>

From: <cpryan@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I recently returned from
Safari to Zimbabwe, Africa. It was the most incredible experience of my life. I was able to
observe wildlife and their behaviors in their natural habitats. I saw lions roaming their territory
with their prides, cheetah brothers relaxing together under a tree,elephants guiding their young
to water and mud and mineral baths to protect their skin from the sun. I saw packs of critically
endangered wild dogs hunting, feasting, and resting. These experiences leave indelible images
and emotions. Particularly, because I came to realize what a struggle it is for them to survive
under such harsh conditions. The loss of habitat, conflicts and competition for finite resources,
droughts, the bush meat trade, and trophy hunters all threaten not only their survival but their
very existence as a thriving species. It makes me sad to even think about it. Will my
grandchildren be able to have this experience in their future? What will Africa and its people do
to survive in these harsh lands if the tourists stop coming? How will they earn their living? It is
an unforgiving landscape. It is my hope that our great country will help Africa, her people, and
her incredible species, thrive and reproduce so that they can continue to have a "fighting
chance" to live on in their natural environment. We don't need to "kill them for sport" We need to
protect them. We need to ensure that the biggest, strongest, smartest, and most revered lions
live on to pass on their superlative genes and characteristics to their offspring. Maybe then they
will have a chance to "make it". One other thing. Most of these magnificent beings live in highly
organized and socialized herds and packs. They have to in order to survive. However, if one is
killed for trophy, bush meat, or in habitat conflicts, it jeopardizes the survival of the entire family
unit. There is strength in numbers. I cannot imagine living in a world without the remarkable
wildlife of our world, our country, and especially Africa. In the end, it's really the moments and
experiences in our lives that really count, not the years. Africa has so many moments to give.
We just need to take them in, and protect them! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is



intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
carole ryan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bettys608@juno.com>

From: <bettys608@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow this
killing It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Betty Kline



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rebelknap@gmail.com>

From: <rebelknap@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bobby Belknap
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<jsbeeson@hotmail.com>

From: <jsbeeson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, joanne beeson
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<bias@alaska.net>

From: <bias@alaska.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Vogt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<deangrice@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <deangrice@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, dean grice
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<karen7george5@gmail.com>

From: <karen7george5@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Only a small percentage of
Americans hunt. Most Americans want to enjoy looking at wildlife, alive. Internationally, "Big
Game" is becoming extinct. Do the right thing. You are supposed to protect wildlife, not exploit
it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen George
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<lbthompson3@gmail.com>

From: <lbthompson3@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lauren Thompson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Plac@comcast.net>

From: <Plac@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You should be utterly
ashamed of yourself and to be a very disgusted individual to allow this nonsense to happen
when you can change this. How can you sleep at night knowing something this evil is happening
to animals. There is a special place in hell for people like you. Remember you reap what you
sew you sad pathetic excuse of a human! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Porscha Carter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kmolnar7363@att.net>

From: <kmolnar7363@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katharine Molnar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<elizabeth.watts@verizon.net>

From: <elizabeth.watts@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need living animals in
their habitats, not dead heads on walls. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Elizabeth Watts
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<melissareyes256@gmail.com>

From: <melissareyes256@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Valery Reyes
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<amowens@cox.net>

From: <amowens@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sue owens
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<mcdonajl@hotmail.com>

From: <mcdonajl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jessica Tyler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ehensgen@hotmail.com>

From: <ehensgen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, eric hensgen
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<Kirsten_feye@hotmail.com>

From: <Kirsten_feye@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Just why..? How can you
even think to suport/allow this.? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kirsten Feye
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<esthervegan01@gmail.com>

From: <esthervegan01@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Esther Garcia
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<neoandscout@outlook.com>

From: <neoandscout@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Seriously, just, why? There
is literally no advantage or reason for trophy hunting except boosting sick pride of hunters.
Trophy hunting is part of the problem, not the solution of wildlife conservation, so please don't
encourage or be apathetic about trophy hunting; and certainly don't mislabel it as some sort of
conservation effort. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Emma Naylor
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<moondaughter72@hotmail.com>

From: <moondaughter72@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diana Saxon
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<estherdora@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <estherdora@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunters will not get
away with their crimes against sentient beings. You are fucking mother fuckers and a drain on
society and humanity as a whole. What gives you the right to sign death warrants of living
beings? Maybe a trophy hunter has to die gored by a lion before you dickheads can get a
message. Shame on you and i spit on your graves. May you return as that which you have
condemned to die and may you suffer 70 times 7 cycles in the same manner if you bloody put
your signature on those death warrants. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Esther Dorah
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<Ivysdeadlypoison@gmail.com>

From: <Ivysdeadlypoison@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ivalee Wilson
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<tozullo@gmail.com>

From: <tozullo@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ToniAnn Zullo



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<scott.logan@aon.com>

From: <scott.logan@aon.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, s logan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<frankie@webone.com.au>

From: <frankie@webone.com.au>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Frankie Seymour



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lyndabarondes@hotmail.com>

From: <lyndabarondes@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lynda Barondes



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<clk5356@gmail.com>

From: <clk5356@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carolyn Knoll
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stpbensen@gmail.com>

From: <stpbensen@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Bensen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mlwaltzer@verizon.net>

From: <mlwaltzer@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This so called
"Conservation Council" is a disgrace to our planet. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Waltzer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Wmhamon@hotmail.com>

From: <Wmhamon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wendy Hamon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<amyd@carolhouse.com>

From: <amyd@carolhouse.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, AMY DUBMAN
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vaponygirl@hotmail.com>

From: <vaponygirl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Phyllis Mollen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pamela44@live.com>

From: <pamela44@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pam Miller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lisa.greenthumb@gmail.com>

From: <Lisa.greenthumb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Davis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<edormary@gmail.com>

From: <edormary@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, William Lewis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jeevansidhu58@gmail.com>

From: <jeevansidhu58@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jee sid
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<fred-cheryl@msn.com>

From: <fred-cheryl@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ban all trophy hunting. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Fred Lavy



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kim_Helm@cox.net>

From: <Kim_Helm@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kim Helmstadter



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tied2two4ever@gmail.com>

From: <tied2two4ever@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, debra olsson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Maridelsol34@gmail.com>

From: <Maridelsol34@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mari Dominguez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<agriffith@igc.org>

From: <agriffith@igc.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alfred Griffith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Zdhalliday@gmail.com>

From: <Zdhalliday@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing is not a sport- it is
called murder. Please protect animals and do not establish this council!! They want to live! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Zoe Halliday
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kdurso@gmail.com>

From: <Kdurso@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Research has proven that
trophy hunting doesn't do anything for conservation. This is just an effort by the current
administration to justify their passion for killing innocent animals for fun. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kristen Durso
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nona91@hotmail.com>

From: <nona91@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nona Mac
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cactusworld@msn.com>

From: <cactusworld@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, William Thornton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ashpanda7@msn.com>

From: <Ashpanda7@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Our country is supposed to
represent freedom and justice for all. Justice and freedom should not only be for people but for
animals as well. This represents neither justice or freedom. Trophy hunting is not conservation
as much as dumping out bottles of water is considered conserving. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashlynn Carpenter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<merlin2@duo-county.com>

From: <merlin2@duo-county.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 16:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The arrogance and cruel
ignorance of men knows now bounds. If its beautiful, kill it, there will be a reckoning some future
day when it is too late. All the animals are gone, but hopefully so will the men who kill them. One
of the worst offenders is USFWS... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Dabney
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dorelle.downes@gmail.com>

From: <dorelle.downes@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am appalled that these
people are encouraging even MORE US citizens to become trophy hunters in the first place!
And to facilitate the activities on an International scale for people like the 'Safari Clubs
International'! No matter what this vermin claim, they are NOT conservationists - bar the first
three letters . . . CONSERVATIONISTS!!! If they insist on playing at big game hunters, let it be
on your own soil - and NOT INTERNATIONAL!! Especially in Africa! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dorelle Downes

<dorelle.downes@gmail.com>

From: <dorelle.downes@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am appalled that these
people are encouraging even MORE US citizens to become trophy hunters in the first place!
And to facilitate the activities on an International scale for people like the 'Safari Clubs
International'! No matter what this vermin claim, they are NOT conservationists - bar the first
three letters . . . CONSERVATIONISTS!!! If they insist on playing at big game hunters, let it be
on your own soil - and NOT INTERNATIONAL!! Especially in Africa! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dorelle Downes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<coppotelli@earthlink.net>

From: <coppotelli@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Fred Coppotelli
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ajcastle@hotmail.com>

From: <ajcastle@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Allison Castle
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Julitseitz@hotmail.com>

From: <Julitseitz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not trophies!!!
They are living, feeling beings and deserve to live in the wild without fear of humans and their
guns for the purpose of a sadistic individual enjoying the sight of their blood and taking their last
breath only to then be decapitated and placed on display!!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Juli Henning



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<leland_maine@hotmail.com>

From: <leland_maine@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am appalled that trophy
hunting is still considered a 'sport'! I know Trump is prejudiced because both his grown sons
engage in that wildlife killing and trophy exploration! Regardless of Trump and his animal killing
sons, the U.S. should NOT encourage, in fact should NOT allow animal trophies to be imported
at all! Stop it! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lora Leland



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jnewhagen@cox.net>

From: <jnewhagen@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I oppose the formation of
the "International Wildlife Conservation Council. This goes against the law of nature; killing the
biggest and best of a species. Trophy hunting is not about the welfare of wildlife, it's about the
ego of mankind. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jill Newhagen



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<padreron@verizon.net>

From: <padreron@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I realize that the Predator-
in-Chief's rich kids like to slaughter endangered wildlife for photo ops and trophies, which makes
it difficult to convince other people that this is a stupid thing to do. But hopefully, once the
Predator-in-Chief has been impeached, we will no longer have that problem, especially if his
kids go to prison. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ronald
Lemmert



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Erika Brabham Odom <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Erika Brabham Odom <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is
mindless, heartless and soulless! There is conservation is trophy hunting. It is a greedy and
selfish thing to do. It is MURDER!!!! We need these animals to keep ecosystems in balance.
You are encouraging EXTINCTION!!!!!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Erika Brabham Odom

Nichole Blankenship <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nichole Blankenship <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nichole Blankenship

Philippa Powers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Philippa Powers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sport. Sport is when both sides have an even chance. With high-powered rifles, telescopes on
rifles, etc. it is hardly a fair fight! Animals are worth more alive than as a stuffed head or body in
someone's livingroom or den. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Philippa



Powers

Dawn Fornillo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dawn Fornillo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is our job as humans to
preserve and protect the environment and wildlife not eradicate it's existence! Stop the Trophy
Hunting and eradicate GUNS! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dawn Fornillo

Victoria Cosmo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Victoria Cosmo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Victoria Cosmo

Javier Rivera <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Javier Rivera <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Javier Rivera

Wesley Wolf <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Wesley Wolf <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wesley Wolf

Anthony Catezone <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Anthony Catezone <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Anthony Catezone

Lindsay Hanas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lindsay Hanas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. They are God's creatures.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lindsay Hanas

Nicole Burridge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nicole Burridge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Burridge

Joe Weinshenker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joe Weinshenker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You are the government of
Liberty and protection for all. Please do not promote trophy hunting it is murder of innocent
wildlife by people who have Superior weapons to destroy them. Please take action against
trophy hunting. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joe
Weinshenker

nancy ZEBRACKI <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: nancy ZEBRACKI <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. trophy hunting should be
banned It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, nancy ZEBRACKI

Tiffany Nicol <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tiffany Nicol <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tiffany Nicol

Jennifer Brandon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer Brandon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Brandon

Jess Kav <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jess Kav <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less



than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jess Kav

Kate Sherwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kate Sherwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop killing wildlife
for sport! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kate Sherwood

Carol Souva <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carol Souva <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Souva

Cristina Bozesan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cristina Bozesan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the



desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cristina Bozesan

mitch forman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: mitch forman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please DON'T kill innocent
wildlife just for another trophy to hang on a wall!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, mitch forman

Isela Gonzalez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Isela Gonzalez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Are there any humans on
this board that has an ethical bone in thier body, or brain in thier head? How does this work?
We kill all that we are supposed to protect??? I completely disapproval of the trophy hunting. It



is NOT a sport, it's selfish murder. These animals are not here for sport, our entertainment or
food!!!!!! They are here WITH us!! I am completely discuted with the idea that this could really
happen, we have done enough taking!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Isela Gonzalez

marilyn evenson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: marilyn evenson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
disgrace in America, cruel & inhumane. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
marilyn evenson



Peter Maizitis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Peter Maizitis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Giving up our right to enjoy
nature to a few international trophy hunters is NOT an option. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Peter Maizitis

Ernie Walters <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ernie Walters <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ernie Walters

Natalie Hurley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Natalie Hurley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Natalie Hurley

Conor ODonnell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Conor ODonnell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Conor ODonnell

genesis r <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: genesis r <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, genesis r



Madeline Grant <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Madeline Grant <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Madeline Grant

Michelle Kahn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michelle Kahn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Kahn

Archana Rebello <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Archana Rebello <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Archana Rebello

Karen Neely <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Karen Neely <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Neely

JACKIE GRGURIC <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: JACKIE GRGURIC <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, JACKIE GRGURIC



Dawn Cieplensky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dawn Cieplensky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The only trophies to take
back from a safari or adventure trip should be photographs and memories of the magnificence
of wildlife seen in their natural settings, unharmed, unharried and allowed peaceful coexistence
on this earth that is so rapidly losing biodiversity and species being killed to extinction either
through human greed directly, like trophy hunting or illegal trafficking of animals, including
primates, profligate killing of animals for their parts and/or loss of habitat. Please exercise and
support conservation of Nature and wildlife through protection of the land and the Life it
sustains. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dawn
Cieplensky

Heather DeFazio <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Heather DeFazio <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than



dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heather DeFazio

Kyana Garcia <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kyana Garcia <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I as well as many other
greatly disagree with this idea. This would only encourage the idea that it is ok to kill animals for
pure sport. Some of these animals even get attacked while sleeping and do not have the
chance to run away or defend themselves. It is one thing to kill an animal for food or in self
defense for all species perform this act, it is survival. Killing or harming an animal, however, for
entertainment is unethical. Some would even argue that is no better than murder. There are
many animals that are endangered of becoming extint due to the actions of the human race,
actions such as over hunting, pollution, habitat destruction, or interfering with their ability to
obtain food through over comsumption of other species. Proceeding to establish these plans
would only add to the harm that we have caused. More species would become endangered and
at higher rates due to hunters wanting to hunt more often and increasing the number of hunters.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters



above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kyana Garcia

Mary Watson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Watson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Watson

Doug Gard <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Doug Gard <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Just take a moment to
remember the public outrage about how Cecil the Lion was killed illegally by Walter Palmer.
America is better than that and should set an example for future generations by building
protections for all creatures by eliminating trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic



development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Doug Gard

Michael Sackar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michael Sackar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Sackar

Annetta Carter <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Annetta Carter <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The communities where
these animals live need them alive for their local tourist industry. In a land like America, we don't
need to encourage trophy hunting, we need to lead on conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Annetta Carter

Fariba Safai <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Fariba Safai <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting it is a senseless act . The wildlife out in the world needs our help to Survive for
the future generations to see and experience it does not need to be further disintegrated by us.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for



the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Fariba Safai

Sophia Mosconi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sophia Mosconi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sophia Mosconi

Eva Hofberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Eva Hofberg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please have heart for
animals! They want to live and be happy as we humans do! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eva Hofberg

Hussein Mourtada <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Hussein Mourtada <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hussein Mourtada



Mike Baldasio <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mike Baldasio <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mike Baldasio

Judy Moran <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judy Moran <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judy Moran

Ricardo Pacheco <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ricardo Pacheco <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ricardo Pacheco

Pamela Nickerson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pamela Nickerson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Nickerson

Diane Shaughnessy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diane Shaughnessy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing for sport is no sport,
it's just plain wrong It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diane
Shaughnessy



lori black <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: lori black <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please stop allowing this
lack of compassion. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, lori black

Jane Poklemba <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jane Poklemba <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jane Poklemba

lawrence rieder <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: lawrence rieder <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lawrence rieder

Frankie Harris <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Frankie Harris <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trying to fool the public
with you propaganda is not a good idea. I don't trust for one minute that you would do anything
except KILL the strongest animals trapped and unable to escape. This is an underhanded way
to treat people and animals:( It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Frankie Harris

Kim Fox <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kim Fox <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kim Fox



Jennifer Hill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer Hill <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Hill

Michelle Hayward <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michelle Hayward <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Hayward

Michael DiDiego <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michael DiDiego <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael DiDiego

Thomas Conroy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Thomas Conroy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not the job of our
government to be spending any resources to encourage the slaughter of these animals. If we
don't have enough money to vaccinate our children, we certainly don't need to spend any
money advocating for international hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Thomas Conroy

Tanya Kirova <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tanya Kirova <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tanya Kirova



Bonnie Lynn Mackinnon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Bonnie Lynn Mackinnon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bonnie Lynn Mackinnon

Carla Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carla Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. If you don't eat what is
killed it is not hunting but merely KILLING for KILLING'S sake! (aka: MURDER!) It is also very
SICK! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for



the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carla Johnson

Bonnie Wald <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Bonnie Wald <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing is not wildlife
conservation and should not be promoted as such. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bonnie Wald

Lance Anderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lance Anderson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lance Anderson

Debbie Bullard <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Debbie Bullard <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. These animals serve a
better purpose, like feeding the hungry, not sport killing for a trophy! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie Bullard



B Buzz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: B Buzz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, B Buzz

Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Flynn

Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Flynn

Linda Taschereau <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Taschereau <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Way too much interference
with wildlife as it is ! Trophy hunting is Vile & UNNECESSARY ! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Taschereau

Tigist Anteneh <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tigist Anteneh <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tigist Anteneh



KIMBERLY Aronow <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: KIMBERLY Aronow <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, KIMBERLY Aronow

Nour Eissa <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nour Eissa <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nour Eissa

Ron Wentworth <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ron Wentworth <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ron Wentworth

Geovanna Arauco <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Geovanna Arauco <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Geovanna Arauco

Carolyn Repeta <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carolyn Repeta <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. stop trophy hunting! urge
the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carolyn Repeta



Patty Trammell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Patty Trammell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why would you encourage
trophy hunting. After all the protesting and petitions, What do you think the majority of the
country want. There are far more people against hunting and trapping, canned hunting. The
airlines are not allowing trophy animals on the flights. That would be backward steps, and not
what the people want. You should be ashamed for even thinking about it. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patty Trammell

Betty Smisek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Betty Smisek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. this is a evil act big men
with a gun how brave you are It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the



animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Betty Smisek

Letitia Noel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Letitia Noel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Letitia Noel

"Brenda Magaña " <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Brenda Magaña " <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. "Trophy" hunting should
not be something to brag about let alone be encouraged. What happens to these creatures that
are nearly going extinct just for a small moment of bragging? Killing another living being is
nothing to brag about, we must protect these creatures that so desperately need our help! It's
time to put a stop to this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brenda
Magaña

michelle taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: michelle taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ban hunting.It is
barbaric,cruel,horrific murder of innocent animals.Hunt the hunter! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, michelle taylor

michelle taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: michelle taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ban hunting.It is
barbaric,cruel,horrific murder of innocent animals.Hunt the hunter! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, michelle taylor

P Nunez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: P Nunez <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, P Nunez

Julie Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Julie Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Brown

Barbara Daiana Devito <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Barbara Daiana Devito <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Daiana Devito

Gemma Morgan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gemma Morgan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There's a profit in this
illogical killing - who's making the monetary killing? Greed is the root of evil. Anyone who
participates should feel thoroughly ashamed but I understand that would be an impossibility for
the morally, ethically insane. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals



killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gemma
Morgan

Lesley Fetterman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lesley Fetterman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lesley Fetterman

Sheri Kuticka <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sheri Kuticka <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I volunteer at a wildlife
hospital. Imagine how asinine it appears to me to allow the gratuitous, wanton killing of wild
animals. Surely we've evolved enough to know this is wrong. Please stop this waste and
insanity. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sheri Kuticka

Deborah Withers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Withers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is utter madness!
There is something seriously wrong with people who take pleasure in trophy hunting, truely sick
indivuals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Deborah



Withers

Robert Frank <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Robert Frank <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert Frank

Meg Casey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Meg Casey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Meg Casey

Cynthia Loucks <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cynthia Loucks <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. USFWS should NOT in
any way, shape, or form be supporting trophy hunting in any place nor at any time. Shame on
you! The very idea undermines your credibility as an agency that exists to benefit and protect
wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cynthia Loucks

Justine King <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Justine King <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Justine King

Janet Peterson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janet Peterson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans



and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janet Peterson

Katherine Hinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Katherine Hinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:36:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine Hinson

Margie Prine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Margie Prine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,



lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margie Prine

lawrence spinner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: lawrence spinner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is so unnecessary It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, lawrence spinner

Kristine Jackson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kristine Jackson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kristine Jackson

Cindy Borske <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cindy Borske <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans



and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cindy Borske

Liz Davis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Liz Davis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Protect wildlife instead of
encouraging cowards with guns to kill. There is nothing impressive about a head on a wall or a
fur rug on a floor. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Liz Davis

Jamie Rangel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jamie Rangel <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less



than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jamie Rangel

Julia Broad <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Julia Broad <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is an underhand way
to deceive the general public to think this is conservation not murder! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julia Broad

Barbara Greenwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Greenwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Greenwood

Nichole Blankenship <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nichole Blankenship <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see



international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nichole Blankenship
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<annbreeden@roadrunner.com>

From: <annbreeden@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I can't believe that this
would be allowed in a time when so many animals are in danger of extinction. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ann Breeden
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Anneliiohman@gmail.com>

From: <Anneliiohman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The whole world knows
this is wrong! How can any civilised person support this! Shame on you! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Annelii Öhman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<goodshepherd@comporium.net>

From: <goodshepherd@comporium.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heide Coppotelli
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kmgynane@gmail.com>

From: <kmgynane@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is my understanding that
the USFWS is supposed to protect and conserve wildlife, not aid in their murder. This Council is
nothing more than another way of pandering to the useless rich, who have nothing better to do
than further destroy endangered species. This proposed Council is a sham and it needs to be
abandoned. Call it for what it is, an attempt to hide the further slaughter of our wildlife. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathy Gynane
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kjohanessen@hotmail.com>

From: <kjohanessen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathryn Johanessen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maryannmcfarland@me.com>

From: <maryannmcfarland@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Ann McFarland
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Manekicrazy@hotmail.com>

From: <Manekicrazy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. How does promoting the
sick and degenerate practice of trophy hunting align with the ideals and policies of USFWS?
Perhaps the whole organization needs to be shut down and rebuilt, with people who appreciate
and will actually protect the wildlife they are supposed to represent. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lavonne Engelman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ragoody-22@hotmail.com>

From: <Ragoody-22@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Raghad Melfi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brossnagel2@comcast.net>

From: <brossnagel2@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not establish an
advisory committee to promote international trophy hunting. Trophy hunting is not ethical and
not a sustainable preservation. Trophy hunting needs to end!! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Rossnagel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<michaelkirsten@comcast.net>

From: <michaelkirsten@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kirsten Wallace
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<traceycsmallwood@gmail.com>

From: <traceycsmallwood@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tracey Katsouros
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<jbeverly@illinois.edu>

From: <jbeverly@illinois.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, J Beverly
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<secretadmirer604ohyeah@gmail.com>

From: <secretadmirer604ohyeah@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cheryl Krause
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lindasmathers@hotmail.com>

From: <lindasmathers@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am appalled to learn that
the U.S. government would even consider promoting such egregious actions. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Smathers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gemmajaner@hotmail.com>

From: <gemmajaner@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gemma Janer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cnsciaraffa@gmail.com>

From: <cnsciaraffa@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:36:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nina Sciaraffa
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jenny.bramlette@gmail.com>

From: <Jenny.bramlette@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:36:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jenny Bramlette
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dartmoor22@comcast.net>

From: <dartmoor22@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:36:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This barbaric practice must
end! How about replacing guns with cameras! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Anne Golub
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<elprogreso123@hotmail.com>

From: <elprogreso123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting promotes
violence and cruelmess. It also breaks balance in econsystem and elininates revenue from wild
life tourists It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Heriberto
Fernandez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<matt_the_legend@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <matt_the_legend@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Matthew Tall
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<arethusa4u@optonline.net>

From: <arethusa4u@optonline.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ban Trophy Hunting It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marina Aivaliotis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cin28711@gmail.com>

From: <cin28711@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, cindy smith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lazygin@bellsouth.net>

From: <lazygin@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ginny Pendas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aquariustar@comcast.net>

From: <aquariustar@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am outraged that our
GOVERNMENT IS TAKING IT UPON THEMSLEVES TO DO THIS!!! THE MAJORITY of this
country DO NOT WANT IT!! We will fight you tooth and nail! Stop doing this for those few
monsters who think killing an animal to put a head on their wall shows the world they are
powerful!! THEY ARE KILLERS AND MURDERERS!!!! This is NOT CONSERVATION! It is
nothing but a vain attempt to be big hunters. Why do the rich want to buy our congress every
time they want something! Stop allowing he wealthy to gain control of our Government!! Stop it
now! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elizabeth Carlson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gonzalesgerielle@gmail.com>

From: <gonzalesgerielle@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Absolutely unacceptable!
Animals are not trophies! It is outraging how people seem to think that they can just kill animals
for their own pleasure. It is sick and unforgivable. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gerielle Gonzales
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bga16@comcast.net>

From: <bga16@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gina Arens
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ggjohnson@comcast.net>

From: <ggjohnson@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, G. G. Johnson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<eosman1@student.gn.k12.ny.us>

From: <eosman1@student.gn.k12.ny.us>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eth Os
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jodi@messenich.co>

From: <Jodi@messenich.co>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jodi Messenich
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rperez2001@cox.net>

From: <rperez2001@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rolando Perez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rochelle.paine@cune.org>

From: <rochelle.paine@cune.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rochelle Paine
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jadacloud9@gmail.com>

From: <jadacloud9@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jarrett Cloud
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mars80@charter.net>

From: <mars80@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Schaller
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<sarahthartmamn@outlook.de>

From: <sarahthartmamn@outlook.de>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this old
tradition! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sarah Hart
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<k-narain@hotmail.com>

From: <k-narain@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is cruel and
unnecessary. There are so many other forms of sport and entertainment that can be
participated in. Please end this now. Sincerely, Kirsten. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kirsten Narain
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<virginialefay@gmail.com>

From: <virginialefay@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, VIRGINIA MENDEZ
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<boyne@hawaii.edu>

From: <boyne@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jonathan Boyne
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<ROBYNPOLASHUK@live.com>

From: <ROBYNPOLASHUK@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I have personally been
shocked by the stories of trophy hunting -- with devastating results such as with Cecil and
Cecil's son. Trophy hunting is in no way conservation, and to cloak the practice in this fiction is
to hide the decimation of the great species by hunters solely interested in their egos -- certainly
not the animals, their ecosystems or the surrounding human communities. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robyn Polashuk
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<mrsfuzzybee333@comcast.net>

From: <mrsfuzzybee333@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a cruel
and unnecessary waste of life and in NO way promotes conservation of any species! Renounce
the plan for this council! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Becky Long
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<seiky.gil@gmail.com>

From: <seiky.gil@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Seiky Gil
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<am.curious.sometimes@gmail.com>

From: <am.curious.sometimes@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Porcelli
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kittymommy57@gmail.com>

From: <kittymommy57@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Becky Monger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<diane7@ureach.com>

From: <diane7@ureach.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Garcia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rwightmans@gmail.com>

From: <rwightmans@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting coupled
with unregulated poaching will result in species extermination if not curtailed and does nothing
to promote conservation! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Richard
Wightman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nastygeorge59@earthlink.net>

From: <nastygeorge59@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, George Neste
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<1432phyl@gmail.com>

From: <1432phyl@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. trophy hunting is just
WRONG WRONG WRONG! DEMAND NO MORE TROPHY HUNTING WORLD WIDE. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Phyl Morello
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<egarvett@gmail.com>

From: <egarvett@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Esther Garvett
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cindytavares1@gmail.com>

From: <Cindytavares1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:16:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow trophy
hunting in any way or form. It is a complete disregard for life to kill for any other means but food.
Killing is not a sport and as a civilized society we can not deem trophy hunting as acceptable
and furthermore there should be laws in place against it. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cindy Tavares
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lillian.wu88@hmail.com>

From: <Lillian.wu88@hmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a horrible and
cruel!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lillian Wu
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Chiairene@hotmail.com>

From: <Chiairene@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Irene CHIA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kalthiser@riversideca.gov>

From: <kalthiser@riversideca.gov>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kenneth Althiser
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Molynweb@gmail.com>

From: <Molynweb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear Council, I strongly
encourage you to veto any policies that would perpetuate trophy hunting by the International
Wildlife Conservation Center. The animals being killed are not mere trophies to be hung on a
wall, instagrammed or sold for useless souvenirs. As humans, part of our job is to protect this
world and be excellent stewarts over every living being that inhabits it. Trophy hunting serves no
purpose other than greed and ego. It's that greed and ego that is destroying the world that we
live in. These animals deserve to live and to have their habitants protected not invaded. Take a
progressive positive stance and be the voice that serves, honors and protects these animals
that are voiceless. Please do not continue to allow or promote trophy hunting. It is not a form of
conservation nor a viable economic source. The very word conserve means to save. Lives are
not saved with trophy hunting. Please do what is right in regards to these animals and their
rights. Thank you! Best, Monique It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Monique
Webber
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Hogan351@hotmail.com>

From: <Hogan351@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is sickening. Please
reconsider. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kerry H
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cearle58@gmail.com>

From: <Cearle58@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:06:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The US govt needs to
stand up for the highest ideals not the most sordid or greedy actions of a few bored rich people.
We're better than this! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cynthia Earle
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<galiamann@gmail.com>

From: <galiamann@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Galia Mann-Hielscher
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<lilmouse1213@earthlink.net>

From: <lilmouse1213@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:06:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Neste
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<arezuazi@gmail.com>

From: <arezuazi@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hello this planet doesn't
only belong to us, there are other creatures live on this planet and we should share it with them.
this amazing animals are beauty of earth and i hate to see them get kill for any reason. please
stop killing this innocent animals . Thank you It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Arezu Taghvaei
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<Ladandavia@gmail.com>

From: <Ladandavia@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this! Animals
should not be hunted for sport. This is inhumane It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ladan Davia
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<Naderalomari@gmail.com>

From: <Naderalomari@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sport, nor is it a method of conservation. If you truly cared about the welfare of these beautiful
animals, you would promote educational experiences where we get to see them live freely in
their natural habitats. Let's not promote the killing of innocent creatures for personal enjoyment
or profit. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nader Alomari
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<eikomac@hotmail.com>

From: <eikomac@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eiko McDonald
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<Adamharris0488@gmail.com>

From: <Adamharris0488@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Com on now, if u legalize
this then i hate too say it but i hope someone comes and hunts ur pets!!! Why make hunting
legall for some animals but not others!!! No animal should be hunted PERIOD!!! so thats why i
say i hope urs get hunted so u know the feeling of what its like too see ur beloved pet hunted
down by some sick fucks!!! Im totally against hunting in any form..but how can u give tropheys
too someone who killed a lion but then charge someone for killing a dog?!?!?!?! All animals
deserve too walk this planet unharmed and free!!! One day the animal lovers will turn and we'll
start hunting the hunters and anyone that passed laws saying its ok too hunt!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Candice Way

<Adamharris0488@gmail.com>

From: <Adamharris0488@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 15:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Com on now, if u legalize
this then i hate too say it but i hope someone comes and hunts ur pets!!! Why make hunting
legall for some animals but not others!!! No animal should be hunted PERIOD!!! so thats why i
say i hope urs get hunted so u know the feeling of what its like too see ur beloved pet hunted
down by some sick fucks!!! Im totally against hunting in any form..but how can u give tropheys
too someone who killed a lion but then charge someone for killing a dog?!?!?!?! All animals
deserve too walk this planet unharmed and free!!! One day the animal lovers will turn and we'll
start hunting the hunters and anyone that passed laws saying its ok too hunt!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Candice Way
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<D_parsons02@hotmail.com>

From: <D_parsons02@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this madness,
the US should be setting an example for defending all animals to show compassion and
empathy. It is not our right to say what lives or dies! Not by this. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deni Parsons
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<itsme@presenting.net>

From: <itsme@presenting.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The balance of nature has
already been disturbed by mankind. We need to do as much as we can to preserve what once
was a symbiotic planet. Trophy hunting is not only cruel and devastating to endangered species,
but creates further destructive breakdowns of our planetary system. Trophy hunting is just an
ego boost for those who have mini egos. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Patricia Barth
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<Roxanaatabaki@hotmail.com>

From: <Roxanaatabaki@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roxana Atabaki
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<hennyvanzwam@msn.com>

From: <hennyvanzwam@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this killing of innocent
animals! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Henny van Zwam
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<Susanmoo54@gmail.com>

From: <Susanmoo54@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting this is not sport this is barbaric murder of sentiment beings thst should be
allowed to live their lives with safety a d respect.These animals are all important to our world
and only cowards and insane sick.people would kill something thst can t fight back bullies
cowards and murderers of species with low cave man mentality still back in the stone age would
be do stupid moronic and total mentally challenged fools would get anything from murdering
these beautiful creatures. These sick individuals are bullies sick in the head regards that should
be in jail or a lunatic asylum as they definatly are mentally abnormal just like serial killers no
place on this planet for animal killers and abusers it is our duty to protect not murder our worlds
beautiful animals only.retarded increase with no souls would stand in front of an animal full of
life and pull thst trigger. Thst is some kind of sick physco evilness It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan barbara Moore
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<Susripathy@gmail.com>

From: <Susripathy@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this money grabbing
garbage of your with trophy hunting!!! You damn humans are the terrorist to planet earth and a
pure terrorist to the animal kingdom!! There is no god given excuse to be allowing any human to
be killing for the sole purpose of decorating oneself It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Su Sripathy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<angelorona111@gmail.com>

From: <angelorona111@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not condone
this barbaric act. We as a people have grown more knowledgeable and empathetic about the
plight of animals. We are meant to share this world with them, not harm and kill them just for
entertainment purposes or bravado gloating. We are so much better than this now. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Angel Orona
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ahayden@snet.net>

From: <ahayden@snet.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Audrey Fee
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carolberkeley@verizon.net>

From: <carolberkeley@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Abandon its plan to
establish this council. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carol Berkeley



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kareneliseberger@gmail.com>

From: <kareneliseberger@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Berger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aunt-t-1@juno.com>

From: <aunt-t-1@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Terry Ransom
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<necrohead56@gmail.com>

From: <necrohead56@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Hammermeister
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<darrylss51@gmail.com>

From: <darrylss51@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Darryl A. San Souci San Souci



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Chris.shay@mckesson.com>

From: <Chris.shay@mckesson.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to do whatever
possible to save these animals killing them is not conservation even if part of the proceeds goes
back to the local community or some conservation group. I am 100 percent opposed to this. If
this law is passed I will never again vote or give money to this party It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chris Shay
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<smsoares@hotmail.com>

From: <smsoares@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susana Soares
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Leapommedebroise@gmail.com>

From: <Leapommedebroise@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not permit
trophy hunting, America is so much better than this... It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lea Debroise
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<suyin@hawaii.edu>

From: <suyin@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Suyin Phillips
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Deniserbd95@hotmail.com>

From: <Deniserbd95@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't promote
trophy hunting when the animals can't speak and say that this sport is not right. Just because
they don't have voices it doesn't mean they can't understand what's happening and feel that it's
not right. Please stop Trophy Hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Denise Rivas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lizzyholt@comcast.net>

From: <Lizzyholt@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is absolutely
disgusting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Liz Holt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gmlzahler@gmail.com>

From: <gmlzahler@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do not promote hunting
and do not form this council. There are so much better things you all could be doing for this
country right now but this council is NOT one of them. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gary Zahler
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<publicaddress@earthlink.net>

From: <publicaddress@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sport. In a sport, the opponents are evenly matched. No animal can match a gun. Trophy
hunting is not a conservation effort. Killing animals does not conserve them. Trophy hunting
does not alleviate human hunger. No human's hunger is sated by a mounted head on someone
else's wall. Make no mistake: Trophy hunting is inhumane, and there is neither an excuse nor a
reason for it, other than cruelty and narcissism. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Amy Stoller
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<reikidroid06@gmail.com>

From: <reikidroid06@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Reiki Hingorani



Conversation Contents
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<pheonix16@optusnet.com.au>

From: <pheonix16@optusnet.com.au>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I was appalled to learn that
the USA were even contemplating to creat this board-that they maybe have been hoodwinked
by the name of the commitee "conservation" .Truly in this day & age with the amount of cruelty
shown by those that hunt defenceless wildlife let alone those animals specifically reared to
supply this sick "hobby". These practices must be condemed & banned by law! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Deborah Kennedy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<abishop108@gmail.com>

From: <abishop108@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please lets move on from
the hedonistic days of yore .....innocent creatures weren't born to become an ornament in some
neanderthal's home ......please ....now, more than ever we need to learn compassion and
respect for all living things It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, helene
weinstein

<abishop108@gmail.com>

From: <abishop108@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please lets move on from
the hedonistic days of yore .....innocent creatures weren't born to become an ornament in some
neanderthal's home ......please ....now, more than ever we need to learn compassion and
respect for all living things It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, helene
weinstein
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hot454@live.com>

From: <hot454@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chad Empereur
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<Martha2503@gmail.com>

From: <Martha2503@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Martha Gorak
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<cliveodonoghue@gmail.com>

From: <cliveodonoghue@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Clive O'Donoghue
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<grnthumb@windstream.net>

From: <grnthumb@windstream.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
disgusting and uncalled for at this time on the planet. Stop it now. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Brunner
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<Liz.roberts@me.com>

From: <Liz.roberts@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Liz Pascoli
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<6c86afdb@opayq.com>

From: <6c86afdb@opayq.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I find "trophy hunting" to be
an indication of lack of humanity. Killing an animal for anything other than sustenance is
abhorrent to all that I believe. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robert
Janusko
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<melissatomaszewski@gmail.com>

From: <melissatomaszewski@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Tomaszewski
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jdkwww@hotmail.com>

From: <jdkwww@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joe Weis
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<heathster52@gmail.com>

From: <heathster52@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not good
for a population because it removes the most fit males from the population, thus allowing less fit
males to sire the next generation. Over time, this can make the entire population less strong and
suited to its environment, and therefore less likely to survive if the environment should change.
Please do not allow trophy hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda A. Heath
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jmtp999@gmail.com>

From: <jmtp999@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janice Phillips
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jcbrownco@centurylink.net>

From: <jcbrownco@centurylink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is sick and
disgusting. Please do everything in your power to stop it! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margaret Brown



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Victor_taylor@juno.com>

From: <Victor_taylor@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roberta Taylor
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<thomcms@juno.com>

From: <thomcms@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Thomas Boswell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kumasong@excite.com>

From: <kumasong@excite.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Kirschling
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Shelby.andre@outlook.com>

From: <Shelby.andre@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please consider
compassion and the belief that all lives are precious. They shouldn't be mounted on a wall and
celebrated like some triumph when one becomes murdered. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shelby Andre
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kristopher.d@live.com>

From: <kristopher.d@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kristopher Deapen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Linn.kvarnholt@telia.com>

From: <Linn.kvarnholt@telia.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linn Kvarnholt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cara@nims.org>

From: <cara@nims.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This "conservation council"
does not live up to its name. It is not to protect wildlife and ensure its survival, but rather to allow
trophy hunting by US citizens. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cara Nims
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dbello.silk@att.net>

From: <dbello.silk@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is cruel, destroys animal
families and furthermore there are lots of better ways to entertain oneself than killing for
pleasurie It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, D Bello
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<debracassiero@gmail.com>

From: <debracassiero@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debra Cassiero



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dale@daleriehart.com>

From: <dale@daleriehart.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, dale riehart
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<susie.squillions@gmail.com>

From: <susie.squillions@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
murder. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Ayres-Lynch
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lmmelickian@gmail.com>

From: <Lmmelickian@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote or
encourage trophy hunting. This is not in the best interest of other countries or the animals who
will be killed because of it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lindsey
Melickian
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<amu@alum.mit.edu>

From: <amu@alum.mit.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Aaron Ucko
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<edeloes@venturesouth.net>

From: <edeloes@venturesouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Emilie de Loes
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<LisaPrentice05@gmail.com>

From: <LisaPrentice05@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop slaughtering
innocent animals It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisa Prentice
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aam1019@hotmail.com>

From: <aam1019@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alice Mills
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kim@wishneff.com>

From: <kim@wishneff.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kimberly Duncan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rdtgjohnson@hotmail.com>

From: <rdtgjohnson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
disgusting and cruel. To kill just to kill is never right. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rhonda Johnson
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<Emmelie.hsc@gmail.com>

From: <Emmelie.hsc@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Em H
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<apntrc@msn.com>

From: <apntrc@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alice Neuhauser
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<alicencyberland@hotmail.com>

From: <alicencyberland@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Megan Warren
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<alexandra.riley88@gmail.com>

From: <alexandra.riley88@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do Not Encourage Trophy
Hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alexandra Riley
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ELM <hermetic1@earthlink.net>

From: ELM <hermetic1@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:27:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply disturbed about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to abandon this unethical and
dangerously misguided direction. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of
the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;"
however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters, almost 100% of whom are
extremely wealthy white males, above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Thank you for
your consideration. Sincerely, Edward Macan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ugolikdc@gmail.com>

From: <Ugolikdc@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lori Ugolik
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<margherita.remotti@gmail.com>

From: <margherita.remotti@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margherita Remotti
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<drmc726@verizon.net>

From: <drmc726@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are supposed to
protect nature and wildlife not destroy it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Debra Curci
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<dfilipelli@mcn.org>

From: <dfilipelli@mcn.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am strongly opposed to
the formation of the "International Wildlife Conservation Council. Trophy hunting does not
promote or support wildlife conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Deborah Filipelli, PhD
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<caloosa1928@gmail.com>

From: <caloosa1928@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tina Bailey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maddiecs02@gmail.com>

From: <maddiecs02@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please reconsider your
choice to promote trophy hunting. It's cruel and it's not a sport at all. When playing sports, both
players know that they are in the game. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maddie Sharp
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<paty.vannier.pv@gmail.com>

From: <paty.vannier.pv@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Vannier
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bettylea7@hotmail.com>

From: <bettylea7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Annecone
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kimmer760@gmail.com>

From: <kimmer760@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kimberly Hurtt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<debraatlas@gmail.com>

From: <debraatlas@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debra Atlas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sweetjorja@gmail.com>

From: <sweetjorja@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Ungar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Nsbrown1991@gmail.com>

From: <Nsbrown1991@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:26:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop wasting my fucking
tax dollars on bullshit and protect our wildlife. Fucking idiots It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nick brown
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<san712@comcast.net>

From: <san712@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To whom it may concern: I
am writing in opposition to the US Government's plans to encourage international trophy
hunting. This is a sick and barbaric way to interact with nature and one would hope that the USA
would be better than this. Instead, we should be encouraging our citizens to conserve (meaning
not kill) wildlife and learn to live in harmony with our surroundings. Sincerely, Sandy Wright It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandy Wright
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<gosiaporwit@gmail.com>

From: <gosiaporwit@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gosia Porwit
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lopezkarlak@gmail.com>

From: <Lopezkarlak@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karla Lopez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joanna28@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <joanna28@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joanna Dunne
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cscurnow@msn.com>

From: <cscurnow@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Connie curnow
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Writetomat@gmail.com>

From: <Writetomat@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Now is an historical time
when we need to protect wild animals. Not kill them! We are on the brink of losing the great
animals on this planet. In fact we are in the midst of the 6th great Extinction, that is scientific
fact. The animals need every last chance we can give them. They are not trophies for rich hu
ters looking to kill. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mat Bilideau
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<Shadyshoo@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <Shadyshoo@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shadia Parry
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<francia.alva04@gmail.com>

From: <francia.alva04@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Francia Álvarez
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<dianeluck@mac.com>

From: <dianeluck@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Encouraging people to kill
animals for "fun" is sickening and irresponsible! The US Fish and Wildlife service should be
devoting efforts to preserve and protect our animals and the environment. This "conservation
council" does neither. Shameful! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diane Luck
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<elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>

From: <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elisabeth Bechmann
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<elewisny@hotmail.com>

From: <elewisny@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erma Lewis



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<scott0547@rogers.com>

From: <scott0547@rogers.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, J. David Scott
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<naturesm6@gmail.com>

From: <naturesm6@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, SHEILA MEAD
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<hermetic1@earthlink.net>

From: <hermetic1@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Edward Macan
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<jonygren@gmail.com>

From: <jonygren@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do you remember when
you where a little child. When you had that little dog or cat. When you treated them with love
and care. All animals deserve to be cared for. Not killed for amusement of people who are only
interested in killing. Please stop this evil if you got the power. Or you are evil too. And you're
not. Are you? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Johanns
Nygren
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<normakline@windstream.net>

From: <normakline@windstream.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Norma Kline
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<faustfamily04@gmail.com>

From: <faustfamily04@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The fact the people think
this is humane in even the slightest way is disgusting and horrific. Animals and all other wildlife
were not put on this planet just to be killed for our amusement. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lindsey faust
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<lillimargueriteclark@gmail.com>

From: <lillimargueriteclark@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Encouring the hunt of any
animals for the purposes of trophy is despicable and I encourage you to take a stand against
this and use your power and influence to encourage the conservation of these animals. They
are worth more alone than on some maniacs wall. Especially the hunting of endangered
species. Please end this ridiculous idea to encourage these practices that benefit no one. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lilli Clark
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<cattellmail@hotmail.com>

From: <cattellmail@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, June Cattell
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<mangosh@comcast.net>

From: <mangosh@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There are situations in
which hunting, to cull an over populated species, or an invasive species, could be debated. But
hunting an animal for the sake of a trophy is unethical. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Kay Chase
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<jjenkins@volcano.net>

From: <jjenkins@volcano.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are becoming a nation
of barbarians. The only need for killing an animal should be out of necessity. Very few hunt to
put food on the table because it is more expensive to have the meat processed than it is worth.
Let us try to become reasonable, thinking, respectful human beings again. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jacqueline Jenkins
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<pamaila@bellsouth.net>

From: <pamaila@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The times.............they are
a changing........ It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pamela Elness
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<agwang@hotmail.de>

From: <agwang@hotmail.de>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, nicolette ludolphi
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<Rsand@comcast.net>

From: <Rsand@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not condone
trophy hunting. We're dealing with a very serious extinction situation as well as hurting the
ecosystem. Figure out a different way to make a profit from tourism. Don't ruin what you have
because, it will be gone! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robert Sand
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<chacopress@earthlink.net>

From: <chacopress@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marnie Gaede
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<antoniark@verizon.net>

From: <antoniark@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Antonia Kanttner
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<askalice@pacbell.net>

From: <askalice@pacbell.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunters should be
hunted. We have enough of them. We need more animals. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alice Polesky
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<neeijan1969@gmail.com>

From: <neeijan1969@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:06:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is extreme cruelty and
needless murder. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janet White
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<horsemocs@gmail.com>

From: <horsemocs@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Concerning trophy hunting.
" Our task must be to free ourselves by widening our circle of compassion to embrace all living
creatures and the world of nature and it's beauty. If man aspires toward a righteous life his first
act of abstinence is from injury to animals." Albert Einstein It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Nelson
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<mrdelallave@gmail.com>

From: <mrdelallave@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, MARIANA ROSAS
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<amyelepano@gmail.com>

From: <amyelepano@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amy Elepano



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<spanishlo@twc.com>

From: <spanishlo@twc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lorraine Dumas
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<Robertray789@gmail.com>

From: <Robertray789@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rob Ray
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<ninitynan@gmail.com>

From: <ninitynan@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I ask the government to
not encourage trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Niamh Tynan
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<vnewell@mindspring.com>

From: <vnewell@mindspring.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vicky Newell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sabrina.g.olivia@gmail.com>

From: <Sabrina.g.olivia@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. A legacy should leave the
world a better place. What will our country's legacy include? Promoting international trophy
hunting will decimate wild populations of already threatened species so that, quite possibly, the
only place they would exist would be on a trophy hunter's wall. This must not be allowed. For
me, my legacy and the legacy of my country needs to include preservation, not devastation.
Please see past the money, past the 'trophy' toward the future we are leaving for our children
and their children. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sabrina Olivia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jowyatreides98@gmail.com>

From: <jowyatreides98@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jowy Atreides
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<immortal1958@gmail.com>

From: <immortal1958@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christopher Panayi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Disneygoer1@gmail.com>

From: <Disneygoer1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joyce Schwartz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<darkfury042@gmail.com>

From: <darkfury042@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not trophies.
No human would kill another human for sport, so why would we do it to innocent animals? Our
world needs compassion. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gai Raffaele
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joynow1@comcast.net>

From: <joynow1@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We expect our public lands
and the wildlife that inhabit them to be protected. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janice Cameron
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sallyefox@gmail.com>

From: <sallyefox@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This needs to stop. It is
illogical to say that killing animals of a species conserves that species. The money that trophy
hunters pay to slaughter and pose next to often endangered animals is filtered so much through
third parties that hardly any of it ends up going to conservation anyway. Please do not proceed
with this course of action. It has no conservation value and very limited value for poor
communities. It is stripping an already poor continent of its animals for the sake of a few wealthy
people who want a selfie with a corpse. Please consider a more effective and ethical stance on
this issue. Lives are counting on you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sally Fox
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lserfass1@verizon.net>

From: <lserfass1@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Serfass



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<m@garden.us>

From: <m@garden.us>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do not allow trophy
hunting. Protect the wild horses. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary
McNichols
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Maisy505@gmail.com>

From: <Maisy505@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 14:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is outrageous.
Hunting animals has NO benefits, ever. Further, the name of this new council is an insult to
people that actually care about the planet and the lives on it. Please do the right thing, and
abandon plans to establish the "International Wildlife Conservation Council" It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Maisy Rohrer
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<tyler.ambeau@gmail.com>

From: <tyler.ambeau@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tyler Ambeau
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<V8push@gmail.com>

From: <V8push@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ismael Badillo
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<diego.vonlieres@gmail.com>

From: <diego.vonlieres@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diego von Lieres



Conversation Contents
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<cansecogiggles@gmail.com>

From: <cansecogiggles@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sindy Canseco
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nikkel98@hotmail.com>

From: <nikkel98@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marsha Ross
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pattykuhner@bellsouth.net>

From: <pattykuhner@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patty Kuhner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sarie@rain.org>

From: <sarie@rain.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarie Bryson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Cros.0210@gmail.com>

From: <Cros.0210@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lauren Crosby
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<snewman1@comcast.net>

From: <snewman1@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Newman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<madichanchez@live.com>

From: <madichanchez@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. How dare you. You stand
for wildlife yet have the audacity to promote the worthless and cruel killings of glorious wild
animals? And for what? So there is more profit in your pockets and more ignorance in the
world? These animals are more worthy than we could ever strive to be. They seek only to
survive in a world that continually degrades due to humans. Yet we cannot even grant them that
sole right, instead you promote the senseless murder of these beautiful beings. Shame on you.
You represent the ignorance and apathy of humans. May the trophy hunters be murdered by the
very animals they seek to destroy. This is balance. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Madison Sanchez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Yesmam@gmx.com>

From: <Yesmam@gmx.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sunny Kocijan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mccyro@charter.net>

From: <mccyro@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lee McCann
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<max2howe@gmail.com>

From: <max2howe@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not support,
allow or encourage the trophy hunting of the only other life we know exists alongside us -
sentient beings roaming this planet alongside us. We need to unite, not divide. Please do not
encourage or make this a more common practise. It is barbaric and inhumane to the greatest
level - this wouldn't be condoned if it were human trophy hunting. It is not conservation , it is
murder. We humans are responsible for this planet and the othe beings living on it, it is our
fundamental responsibility to protect, provide and allow them to live. Culling animals is not
effective and for what purpose? The human population is vast , reaching 7.4 billion. We far out
number any animal population, we need culling, not the animals. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Max Howe
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<naomi.gunasekara@outlook.com>

From: <naomi.gunasekara@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't support the
trophy hunting business, it is cruel and creates more threats to already endangered animals. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lucy Jones
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cigi92131@hotmail.com>

From: <cigi92131@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carrie Garneau
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<adamt9@gmail.com>

From: <adamt9@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Adam Trauger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Armance.gld@gmail.com>

From: <Armance.gld@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Armance Jean mairet
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Csheridan100@gmail.com>

From: <Csheridan100@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It's our duty as humans to
preserve all forms of life on this planet. Not to take advantage of it for monetary purposes. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Chria Sheridan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Janinemhenkel@gmail.com>

From: <Janinemhenkel@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. So the thrill of one hunter
takes the beauty of nature away from us all. Another selfish, politically and money driven
decision. Thanks for continuing to extinguish what beauty is left for future generations. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Janine Henkel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cjags91@optonline.net>

From: <cjags91@optonline.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, carol jagiello
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tracey_phillips88@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <tracey_phillips88@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tracey Phillips
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<noeldrive@hotmail.com>

From: <noeldrive@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Campolettano
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<7Lynch@gmail.com>

From: <7Lynch@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dennis Lynch
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mikeandjo.evans@gmail.com>

From: <mikeandjo.evans@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joanne Evans
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<moochka7@gmail.com>

From: <moochka7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. a life taken is NEVER a
tropy! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, naomi cohen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<klduffey@charter.net>

From: <klduffey@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Duffey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Roxanne116@icloud.com>

From: <Roxanne116@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this awful trophy
hunting now! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Roxanne
Highton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<heath.b.west@hmail.com>

From: <heath.b.west@hmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting, and leave the animals alone in peace. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heath West
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mwein00@gmail.com>

From: <Mwein00@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is irresponsible as
humans to support the killing of sophisticated animals. The overall numbers of any and every
big game mammal has become smaller every year. Why don't you start adverising human
hunting where it's survival of the fittest between two people. We are in fact in the billions. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Michael Wein
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cdegaglia@gmail.com>

From: <cdegaglia@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. My name is Christina and I
am a bagpiper who lives in New York. I am taking time out of my Friday to send you a personal
message regarding an issue that is deeply disturbing and distressing. Trophy hunting is the
opposite of education, conservation and compassion. Death of living beings human or animal is
never positive. Death is never the answer. We are in the middle of the 6th greatest mass
extinction and the US Fish and Wildlife Service is considering encouraging trophy hunting -
ridiculous. What would benefit US citizens while traveling abroad is educating themselves on
the different cultures of the world, or providing help to parts of the world that need it, or perhaps
being given an incentive to study a subject in another country. Right now there are groups of
people in Africa risking their lives every day to stop the poaching of rhinos into extinction.
Instead of being part of the problem the US Fish and Wildlife Service should start doing their
SERVICE to animals by protecting them and educating our country's peoples on compassion.
Everyone knows Trump's sons are trophy hunters and I cannot help but draw a connection here.
Our nation is not about what Trump wants. Our nation is about what its people want and
deserve and it is about how we treat the rest of the world. Instead of taking, destroying and
encouraging narcissism please be on the side of love, compassion and conservation. Thank you
for taking your time out to read my message. With all my heart I hope you consider what is
written here. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christina



DeGaglia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dawnmarie011@gmail.com>

From: <dawnmarie011@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:41:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dawn Robinson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kcmilani@gmail.com>

From: <Kcmilani@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't promote this.
This is devastating to nature photographers and wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Milani
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<armensbooks@live.com>

From: <armensbooks@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No trophy hunts! Killing
any animal is NOT right! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, karl armens
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<Rebeccagrabarchuk@gmail.com>

From: <Rebeccagrabarchuk@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. In what sick world does the
wildlife conservation council support those who kill wildlife?!?! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rebecca Grabarchuk
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kdme@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <kdme@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Douglas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<patbittar@outlook.com>

From: <patbittar@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Bittar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<yporter@outlook.com>

From: <yporter@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Yvonne porter
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<Alisanicole06@gmail.com>

From: <Alisanicole06@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do not be a sick and
deranged human and allow this violent act to happen. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alisa Gore
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<desire.berglund@gmail.com>

From: <desire.berglund@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Desire Berglund

<desire.berglund@gmail.com>

From: <desire.berglund@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Desire Berglund
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<sofiebelle@msn.com>

From: <sofiebelle@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is extremely
shortsighted! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nolen Barrett
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<purdyhouse@indytel.com>

From: <purdyhouse@indytel.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why do people have to kill
animals to prove they are hero's? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Maxine
Goodyear
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<mark@consumerwatchdog.org>

From: <mark@consumerwatchdog.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Reback



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<patrose253@comcast.net>

From: <patrose253@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pat Rose
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<Irishkate@prodigy.net>

From: <Irishkate@prodigy.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kate Riordan
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<domih1@msn.com>

From: <domih1@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, you need to stop
ENCOURAGING TROPHY HUNTING! Animals are much important for our life! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dominique Hughes
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<Brittany.tisza@gmail.com>

From: <Brittany.tisza@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has never
been an ethical means of conservation. It leads to the decimation of species that are already
under threat. The U.S. Government should be taking a stance against this issue, instead of
offering support. Reconsider your actions for the environment and for all the endangered
species impacted. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brittany Tisza
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rosacarmonadparra@gmil.com>

From: <rosacarmonadparra@gmil.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No se debe permitir está
cacería para q matar un animal tan bello tan hermoso solo por un placer humano porq? Hasta
cuando vamos a seguir acabando con los animales no nos pertenecen no somos sus dueños
,paren la cacería ya no es justo,no es legal no es deporte es asesinato It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rosa Carmona
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<paavilaineneeva@gmail.com>

From: <paavilaineneeva@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eeva Paavilainen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<conniervb@kanab.net>

From: <conniervb@kanab.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has been
shown to exist for the playground of the ultra rich and has also shown that there is no benefit to
wildlife from continuing trophy hunting. End it! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Connie Ball
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Tstaw13@hotmail.com>

From: <Tstaw13@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not pass these
plans for trophy hunting. It is wrong on so many levels. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tim Stawiski
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<patricia.p0907@att.net>

From: <patricia.p0907@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Pruitt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Alpapalia@gmail.com>

From: <Alpapalia@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angela Papalia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Bjacoby0630@gmail.com>

From: <Bjacoby0630@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wildlife populations and
the ecosystems of our planet are being decimated WORLDWIDE because of TROPHY
HUNTING AND POACHING! This should be OUTLAWED! NOT PROPAGATED! THIS IS
SICKENING AND SHAMEFUL BEYOND COMPREHENSION!! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Jacoby
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<gkath12345@gmail.com>

From: <gkath12345@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop allowing wealthy
individuals, including from other countries, from being allowed to kill animals that are 1) a
natural resource for all Americans and especially for the local community , 2) make more $ for
local communities when they are ALIVE, 3 ) only make $ for canned kill companies, 4) are not
hunting in any way, shape or form but are cruel containment of animals for ppl who want a thrill
and are willing to pay for it %) because it is part of your job to protect wildlife, not sell wildlife to
the highest bidder for the cruelest outcome. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, K
Gorman
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<Barbaraspector@comcast.net>

From: <Barbaraspector@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barb Spector
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<Chef121@hotmail.com>

From: <Chef121@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alan Fass
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<wj_mj@hotmail.com>

From: <wj_mj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, W Jansen
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<nfoster74@gmail.com>

From: <nfoster74@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicola Foster
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<karlalavoie@gmail.com>

From: <karlalavoie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ghandi said" You can tell
the soul of a nation by how it treats its animals" Please do the right thing here. Thank you It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karla LaVoie
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<fairlyja@gmail.com>

From: <fairlyja@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Fairly
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mishcap@hotmail.com>

From: <mishcap@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this
horrendous trophy hunting. Animals are not here for our entertainment It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michele Capra
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kkbluerose@hotmail.com>

From: <kkbluerose@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, K Krupinski
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<alicia-ft@hotmail.com>

From: <alicia-ft@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not a hobbie
and for sure THEY ARE NOT A TROPHY. You should educate your population about animals
compassion instead of showing more types of violence, I think you already have enough of that
at the US... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alicia
Fernandez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Rsgorsi@outlook.com>

From: <Rsgorsi@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop, this is
disgusting and barbaric. Let the animals live in peace. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Raz G
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<materi44@bresnan.net>

From: <materi44@bresnan.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sandra Materi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jeannecambouris@gmail.com>

From: <jeannecambouris@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. "TROPHY" Hunting???
Just this label is sickening evidence of depravity!! A "TROPHY" should be awarded to the
winner of a sports event, not to the MUTANTS who are so morally bankrupt they consider taking
the life of an innocent animal, and CERTAINLY not on government-approved deliberately
imposed suffering!!! WHEN DOES THE HUMAN SPECIES START EVOLVING ?? It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jeanne Cambouris
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cllrtr@hotmail.com>

From: <cllrtr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ron Goldberg
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cbabba@gmail.com>

From: <cbabba@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chloe Abbatt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marta.alvara@hotmail.com>

From: <marta.alvara@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marta Alvarado
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<up748077@myport.ac.uk>

From: <up748077@myport.ac.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, isheanesu makanza
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jenngr57@gmail.com>

From: <jenngr57@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting should be for
feeding a family, not for feeding an ego. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Jennifer Greene
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Meganrusignolo@gmail.com>

From: <Meganrusignolo@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a horrific act of evil
and should be fully illegal. What gives humans rights to take the lives of these beautiful
creatures. Really should be Ashamed It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Megan Norotsky
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rgbradley@charter.net>

From: <rgbradley@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rhonda Bradley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jentry.lee@gmail.com>

From: <Jentry.lee@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jentry Lee
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jbradybvb@gmail.com>

From: <Jbradybvb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The world is currently
being destroyed by our use of fossil fuels and our carelessness. These animals represent the
epitome of nature to many people. To see this animals hunted for "sport" is alarming. We are
not hunter-gatherers. There's no reason to take the life of an animal that would otherwise live
the way it should. Plenty of people hunt, but that is NO reason to begin advertising it. I'm
ashamed in the government. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joanna Brady
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<haccunning61@gmail.com>

From: <haccunning61@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What is beneficial in US
Citizens paying money to kill animals. Can you not understand these animals WILL in time
become extinct if this continues. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Heather
Cunningham
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<roadkingtyson@gmail.com>

From: <roadkingtyson@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ronald Wolniewicz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<deborah993@cox.net>

From: <deborah993@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. DO NOT ENCOURAGE
MURDER!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, DEBORAH
SMITH
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tdd1976@hotmail.com>

From: <tdd1976@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Todd Fletcher
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rpeterson1117@gmail.com>

From: <rpeterson1117@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robin Peterson



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gbbquigley871@gmail.com>

From: <gbbquigley871@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gabrielle Quigley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mona Tubbs <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mona Tubbs <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please dont engourage
thropy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mona Tubbs

Julie Sasaoka <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Julie Sasaoka <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Sasaoka

Margaret Griffin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Margaret Griffin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margaret Griffin

Faith Conroy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Faith Conroy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Faith Conroy

Caroline Armon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Caroline Armon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Caroline Armon

Elizabeth Plocar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elizabeth Plocar <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I don't know what to say to
get through to you! Animals are NOT TROPHIES, to be hunted and killed and hung on a wall or
worn on a human body. PLEASE...have the courage to stand up and say NO! NO MORE
KILLING! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elizabeth
Plocar

RONALD TOUNIAN <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: RONALD TOUNIAN <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP TORTURING
ANIMALS, YOU SO CALLED CIVILIZED ASSHOLES. YOU ARE SUPPOSED TO BE THE
LEADERS FOR ANIMAL RIGHTS. THE BIG QUESTION IS IF YOU HAVE NO SYMPATHY OR
RESPECT FOR HUMAN LIVES AND RIGHTS, HOW ARE YOU EVER GOING TO VALIDATE
ANIMAL RIGHTS ??????????????????? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
RONALD TOUNIAN

Stephen Murphy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stephen Murphy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Stephen Murphy

Pamela Driscoll <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pamela Driscoll <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is wasteful
and totally disrespectful to life. NO animal/fish/ life should be murdered for no valid reasons. We
are in the midst of the sixth mass species extinction; trophy hunting should be banned! Take
photographs of wildlife; don't kill them for sick adrenaline rushes! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Driscoll

Aimee Smith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Aimee Smith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This should not be legal, to
kill an animal simply as a trophy. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at



Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Aimee Smith

myra jeffords <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: myra jeffords <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, myra jeffords

Peter Burval <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Peter Burval <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Peter Burval

Sandie Whyte <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sandie Whyte <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP TROPHY
HUNTING! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and



protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandie Whyte

Debbie Kahn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Debbie Kahn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie Kahn

julianne french <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: julianne french <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am vehemently oppose to
this advisory committee which is nothing but a diguise for rich hunters that want to kil wildlife like
Donald Trumps sons. The vast majority of Americans are opposed to this kind of predatory
exploitation of wildlife by rich white hunters. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to



promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
julianne french

Jenifer Alexander <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jenifer Alexander <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jenifer Alexander

"Donna Carr, M.D." <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: "Donna Carr, M.D." <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Donna Carr, M.D.

Sue Willis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sue Willis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sue Willis

jane Bidinian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: jane Bidinian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jane Bidinian

Linda Strunk <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Strunk <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the senseless
killing of animals as trophies. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy



hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Strunk

Vanessa Ellers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vanessa Ellers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are intelligent,
sentient beings with personalities. Please do not encourage this barbaric act. Animals feel fear,
pain, jealousy, happiness, depression. They are not here for our entertainment nor our sport.
We should be using our voices to speak on their behalf. Trophy hunting is NOT compassionate,
it is UNCHRISTIAN, and it is just plain CRUEL and EVIL. PLEASE HELP THEM, NOT HURT
THEM! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vanessa Ellers



Odin Marone <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Odin Marone <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Odin Marone

Lorenzo Baldo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lorenzo Baldo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. My God please stop this
poor nonsense!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lorenzo Baldo

Stacey Fulton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stacey Fulton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP THE KILLING It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stacey Fulton

Nate Collins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nate Collins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nate Collins

Maryetta Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maryetta Brown <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maryetta Brown



Renee Estrella <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Renee Estrella <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Renee Estrella

Hannelore Kennedy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Hannelore Kennedy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hannelore Kennedy

Anna Suszylo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Anna Suszylo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anna Suszylo

Lieze Engelbrecht <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lieze Engelbrecht <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop trophy hunting!!!!!!!! It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lieze Engelbrecht

Harriet Shalat <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Harriet Shalat <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting for anyone who
doesn't need to kill an animal because there's no other source of food is unnecessary and
inhumane. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Harriet Shalat



Leonidas Gucciardo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Leonidas Gucciardo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Leonidas Gucciardo

Randy Thomas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Randy Thomas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Randy Thomas

Rosemary Bennett <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rosemary Bennett <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this appalling
"sport" what joy is there in killing a beautiful animal to hang on the wall It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rosemary Bennett

June Tullman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: June Tullman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, June Tullman

Julia McConoughey-Shields <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Julia McConoughey-Shields <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This whole practice is
disgusting!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Julia
McConoughey-Shields



Nadia Krolikowski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nadia Krolikowski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nadia Krolikowski

Laura Manz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laura Manz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. USFW should be
BANNING TROPHY HUNTING....not making it even easier. Hunting for food is one
thing...Trophy hunting is nothing but a sociopath murdering for some sick pleasure. We should
be questioning the psychological state of those who enjoy killing for no other reason than to
display their kill. We should NOT be lifting limits, increasing quotas, or in any way encouraging
this behavior! Abandon any plans to establish a council that will promote trophy hunting. It is
NOT hunting. It is murder for pleasure! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of



tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Laura Manz

Julia Serrago <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Julia Serrago <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julia Serrago

Ellen Segal <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ellen Segal <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ellen Segal

Maria Briseno <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maria Briseno <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is sickening. You're
endangering our wild life for your sport. This isn't a trophy these are beautiful creatures that help
our environment thrive. Trophy hunting should not be promoted !!! It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maria Briseno

Marco Pardi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marco Pardi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I find it beneath the dignity
of any government organization to encourage puerile behavior, especially when it fosters the
growth of disregard toward life in general. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Marco Pardi

George Hartman III <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: George Hartman III <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is an
abhorrent and despicable practice, with no redeeming aspects. Conservation programs for
these magnificent creatures with a future of ethical tourism is the better plan. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, George Hartman III

Nicole Silva-Carreira <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nicole Silva-Carreira <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Silva-Carreira



Ginnie Preuss <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ginnie Preuss <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ginnie Preuss

Joseph Tolerico <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joseph Tolerico <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Tolerico

Roxanne McGuigan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Roxanne McGuigan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't do this! This
government has already done so many negative things that impact the environment. Don't
continue to destroy the planet and ALL that inhabit it. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roxanne McGuigan

Dennis Wolff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dennis Wolff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dennis Wolff

Nan Tedla <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nan Tedla <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow trophy
hunting or support it. It's an evil act that is so unnecessary. Animals should have the right to live
in their natural habitat without the fear of being cowardly hunted down by us humans. All
animals are equal whether it be a dog, deer, or giraffe. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I



urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nan Tedla

Kurtis Greenwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kurtis Greenwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kurtis Greenwood

linda duke <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: linda duke <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,



trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, linda duke

Melissa Warfield <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melissa Warfield <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
sustainable, disrupts the social family structure, and the money does not go to help the people
in the country. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Melissa
Warfield

hj miller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: hj miller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, hj miller

josef bieniek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: josef bieniek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. All of the earth's creatures
-humans and the millions of other creatures live their lives for their sake not just the human
minority.. If you love your family stop the murder of other lives human and the other god beings.
or your lives will burn you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and



facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, josef bieniek

Alexis Fernandes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alexis Fernandes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alexis Fernandes

Charline Ratcliff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Charline Ratcliff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Take a photograph not a
carcass. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool



of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Charline Ratcliff

Katherine Robertson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Katherine Robertson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine Robertson

Suzanne Muir <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Suzanne Muir <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Suzanne Muir

Haley Rose <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Haley Rose <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Murdering animals to
serve as trophies for egotistical hunters is not a practice the US government should support. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory



council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Haley Rose

Lizeth Navarro <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lizeth Navarro <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lizeth Navarro

Kermit Cuff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kermit Cuff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kermit Cuff

Donna Reynoso-Brand <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Donna Reynoso-Brand <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Donna Reynoso-Brand

Virginia Boehne <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Virginia Boehne <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am against ANY TYPE of
Trophy Hunting, Rich Americans Have no right to travel to their home and murder them for
pleasure, they have families and are in their own habitat, we want to see the animals alive not
hanging in homes, we have too much killing & too many guns now, it sends a horrific message ,
use the money to protect them ,not slaughter them, COMPASSION VS KILLING , heartbreaking
pictures , Cecil the lion will always remind us how horrific it is , NO MORE KILLING
ENDANGERED ANIMALS FOR SADISTIC PLEASURE It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Virginia Boehne

Victoria Chevalier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Victoria Chevalier <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Victoria Chevalier

Marie Perkins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marie Perkins <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marie Perkins

Michele McNamara <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michele McNamara <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michele McNamara

Steve Overton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Steve Overton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steve Overton



Mike Schacht <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mike Schacht <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mike Schacht

Constance George <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Constance George <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Constance George

Nicole C <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nicole C <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole C

Christine Humphreys <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Christine Humphreys <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christine Humphreys

Sydney Bryants <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sydney Bryants <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
"hunting" and should never be glorified for the killing of endangered species. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sydney Bryants



Deborah Hardy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Hardy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Abominable!!!!!!! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Deborah Hardy

Eileen Massey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Eileen Massey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is enough senseless
killing. Don't encourage more. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Eileen Massey

James Chittenden <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: James Chittenden <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please use your powers to
help do something about this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, James
Chittenden

Jennifer Sandoval <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer Sandoval <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to learn to
coexist with all living beings, stop this madness for the good of the future, we all need to work
together It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer Sandoval

Mark Garman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mark Garman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please end this outdated
practice. Hunting for trophies should not be allowed. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Garman



Jeanne Hurtz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jeanne Hurtz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jeanne Hurtz

Carol Coons <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carol Coons <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. NO TROPHY HUNTING
.......EVERR!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carol Coons

Brittany Ruiz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brittany Ruiz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brittany Ruiz

Gordon James <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Gordon James <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gordon James

Douglas Schneller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Douglas Schneller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Douglas Schneller



Harriet Cohen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Harriet Cohen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Harriet Cohen

Suzanne Ficara <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Suzanne Ficara <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Suzanne Ficara

JC Corcoran <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: JC Corcoran <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. "We cannot have peace
among men whose hearts delight in killing any living creature. By every act that glorifies or even
tolerates such moronic delight in killing we set back the progress of humanity." ~ Rachel Carson
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, JC Corcoran

Kristin Campbell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kristin Campbell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should be
banned! It is completely immoral, abusive and unnecessary to kill an animal for absolutely no
reason. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kristin Campbell

Seven Blond <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Seven Blond <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Seven Blond



Katherine feldi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Katherine feldi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine feldi

Nigel Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nigel Johnson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is barbaric
uneccessary and should be banned! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nigel Johnson

Bruce Finocchio <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Bruce Finocchio <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bruce Finocchio

Jean Le Marquand <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jean Le Marquand <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I find it abhorrent that at a
time when so many people around the world are morally opposed to big game hunting, that the
Trump govt. has seen fit to encourage killing of endangered species. Disgusting! The US knows
no shame. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jean Le
Marquand

Constance Harvey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Constance Harvey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Do NOT promote trophy
hunting anywhere! Trophy hunting is not a sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for



the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Constance Harvey

Linda Szurley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Szurley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. End this council, there is
no such thing as Trophy Hunters aiding conservation, they are killers, just that. Sadism has no
part in saving our animals. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Szurley

Valerie Peters <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Valerie Peters <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Encouraging this is purely
stemming from a person desire. Ryan Zinke is an avid hunter and seeks to destroy protections
for wildlife and public recreation land. We cannot stand by and let one man's devious plot run
amuck. Extinction of many species is looming before us and this is a time we need to strenthen
anti trophy hunt laws, not loosen them. The interior is being influenced by lobbying of trophy
hunting clubs. Please do not allow or encourage more needless killing of our wildlife. It is not



only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Valerie Peters

constance Bylsma <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: constance Bylsma <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, constance Bylsma

Nicole Weber <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Nicole Weber <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Weber

Andrea Jorgensen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Andrea Jorgensen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrea Jorgensen

Meredith Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Meredith Thompson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Let the animals live in
peace. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Meredith Thompson

OLIVIER DESPORT <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: OLIVIER DESPORT <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, OLIVIER DESPORT

pamela guyon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: pamela guyon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this barbarity.
It is just murder, plain and simple. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, pamela guyon



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cal12-23-42@msn.com>

From: <cal12-23-42@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, carole licciardone



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jan@janmccusker.com>

From: <jan@janmccusker.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jan McCusker



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Golbacarolyn@gmail.com>

From: <Golbacarolyn@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:16:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting needs to
be stopped. Stop taking the biggest and best. It's destroying healthy genes in many species. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carolyn Golba
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hudde@verizon.net>

From: <hudde@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, A Oakes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<janellcooper@cox.net>

From: <janellcooper@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janell Cooper
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nancyshi123nn@gmail.com>

From: <nancyshi123nn@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Shinn
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dylan.flather@gmail.com>

From: <dylan.flather@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We should promote the
preservation of species in ways other than saving them so hunters can shoot them. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dylan Flather
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sepideh.ahmadi1996@hotmail.com>

From: <Sepideh.ahmadi1996@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear the US government,
Please stop encouraging trophy hunting. Animals are the kindest on this eart and we as humans
have been always bad to them. We should be their voice, we should protect them because
without them, humans are nothing. The worlds beauty is because of the nature and all the
animals, please do something about it. We as individual human beings can only ask you to stop
trophy hunting but the government has the power to end this forever, that is why i beg you to
stop hurting animals, just let them be.... let them enjoy their life as much as we want to enjoy
ours. Kimd regards, Sepideh Ahmadi S F It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sepideh Ahmadi
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<leo@rji.com>

From: <leo@rji.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, LEO POVEDA
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<Leylita01love@gmail.com>

From: <Leylita01love@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We, Humans are animals
too. We are living beings just like the others animals. And I just want that humans realise their
stupidity by taking picture with dead corpses It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Leyla Kilic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<epb223@gmail.com>

From: <epb223@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Edward Butler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<karin.kappes@icloud.com>

From: <karin.kappes@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to preserve
wildlife before it is too late, not the opposite! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Karin Kappes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<g9935ck@mchsi.com>

From: <g9935ck@mchsi.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, DEBRA WARRENS
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<valencabot@gmail.com>

From: <valencabot@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Valentina Cabot
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Truchika111@gmail.com>

From: <Truchika111@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is murder.
Leave them alone please. Don't ruin nature. Everybody have right to live. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ruchika Tiwari
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hdevlin1@att.net>

From: <hdevlin1@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No to trophy hunting now -
or ever! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Summer Devlin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jesternjames@gmail.com>

From: <Jesternjames@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, A KREVITZ

<Jesternjames@gmail.com>

From: <Jesternjames@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, A KREVITZ
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Amy80s@gmail.com>

From: <Amy80s@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop the senseless
killing of innocent animals. Nobody needs to put the head of an animal on their wall. Stop it. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amy Dagnal
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<yahcela@outlook.com>

From: <yahcela@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alec Hay
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<sprat24@comcast.net>

From: <sprat24@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Richard Spratley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mrscoviello@netzero.net>

From: <mrscoviello@netzero.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Coviello
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<jbehrens32@gmail.com>

From: <jbehrens32@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Spending our tax dollars
on trying to convince hunters to engage in trophy hunting in other countries is totally
inappropriate. Trophy hunting is considered unethical by a majority of US citizens. In addition,
the animals that are most targeted are often rare and endangered. It actually is not your
business to encourage a small group's hobby over that of other citizens' hobbies. Why don't you
encourage international travel for wildlife observation or photography? I don't consider that your
business either, but it would be much less offensive than trophy hunting. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joanna Behrens
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<dnkm91@gmail.com>

From: <dnkm91@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Doreen Terletzky
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Xdiegoxrx@gmail.com>

From: <Xdiegoxrx@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diego Rodriguez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<08shiloh@live.com>

From: <08shiloh@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should not
be allowed! It is for the rich and those who can afford it so they don't have to go out and actually
hunt, only the head and antlers or horns are taken and the rest of the animal rots. This hurts our
wildlife more then you think please stop this awful way of hunting. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie Thomas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hspencer65@windstream.net>

From: <hspencer65@windstream.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Harriet Spencer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marymrey@gmail.com>

From: <marymrey@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. WILD LIFE IS NOT
REPLACABLE, STOP TROPHY HUNTING BLM ROUND UP PRESERVE OUR PLANET AND
RESOURCES It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, mary rey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Belindaeubank58@gmail.com>

From: <Belindaeubank58@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop harming the animals!
This is about greed and exploitation! These species need protected not exploited! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Belinda Eubank
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Denisonmfc@gmail.com>

From: <Denisonmfc@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marie Denison
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<daisyjohnson409@gmail.com>

From: <daisyjohnson409@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hannah Mathes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lojmls78521@gmail.com>

From: <lojmls78521@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, LUCIO ORTEGA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tstone07@comcast.net>

From: <tstone07@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Trisha Stone



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<eagle1jf@att.net>

From: <eagle1jf@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jose Jose Figueroa jr
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lusikurniadi@gmail.com>

From: <lusikurniadi@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm in opposed of trophy
hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lusi Perry
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sarahtcolford@gmail.com>

From: <sarahtcolford@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Colford
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Chrisginger1@sky.com>

From: <Chrisginger1@sky.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This must stop It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Christine Bull
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kateoabell@gmail.com>

From: <kateoabell@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting, along with
all other animal exploitative industries, is grotesque and must end. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine Abellorentzen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tesilibeo@hotmail.it>

From: <tesilibeo@hotmail.it>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Teseo Staffilani
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dannyn30@gmail.com>

From: <Dannyn30@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow trophy
hunting in our country. With all the gun violence going on in America how can we support taking
the life of innocent animals for fun. When all they are doing is wanting to live their lives with their
families just like you I would. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Daniel Necoechea
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<morganwakefield@gmail.com>

From: <morganwakefield@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Morgan Wakefield
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rhonda@planningshop.com>

From: <rhonda@planningshop.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Will our grandchildren --
even children be able to see wildlife anywhere other than zoos? Not if we keep killing them at
the rate we have been. We have shrinking wild life in this country and throughout the world.
Let's protect the wildlife we have left. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Rhonda Abrams



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<simpsonk@gmail.com>

From: <simpsonk@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kate Simpson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cafgumby@q.com>

From: <cafgumby@q.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP ALL THE KILLING
OF WILDLIFE BEFORE IT IS TOO LATE! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Craig Fulton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<patty4282@gmail.com>

From: <patty4282@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Thank you for your
consideration. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patty Linder
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jacquelinedeely@me.com>

From: <jacquelinedeely@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jacqueline Deely
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<debramferrara57@gmail.com>

From: <debramferrara57@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please put an end to
trophy hunting this is by far the most inhuman thing that anyone let alone goverment can
encourage, no murder wheter 2 legged or 4 should be encouraged its an atrositity Please let
this end thank you in advance It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Debra Ferrara
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pandoranimalll@sapo.pt>

From: <pandoranimalll@sapo.pt>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sílvia Costa
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<ewaj.czyzewska@gmail.com>

From: <ewaj.czyzewska@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ewa Czyzewska
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<taraleem1@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <taraleem1@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tara Murray
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mbrown05@charter.net>

From: <mbrown05@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Martha Brown
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pegster153@hotmail.com>

From: <pegster153@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wildlife are not trophies,
rugs, or ornaments. They have important places on the earth, the ecosystem and in the hearts
of humans. Trophy hunting is an abomination. Animals should be harvested, if necessary, only
for food purposes, and then done only with respect and within limits. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, peg brownlee
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<cewenm@hotmail.com>

From: <cewenm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Craig Murray
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kalilaks@mac.com>

From: <Kalilaks@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kalila Sharafi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ericwhittle263@hotmail.com>

From: <Ericwhittle263@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eric Whittle
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Brandawg1@gmail.com>

From: <Brandawg1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to preserve
wildlife for future generations, not on display cases once they go extinct. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brandon Calilan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jmvvdv@hotmail.com>

From: <jmvvdv@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jorge Velez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<anvemiller@hotmail.com>

From: <anvemiller@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angela Miller



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tina.m.tine@gmail.com>

From: <tina.m.tine@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tina Tine'
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<kwatkins69@gmail.com>

From: <kwatkins69@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am totally against trophy
hunting and do not see any benefit to it except for the hunter who claims the kill. These animals
need to be kept alive so we can enjoy them in the wild as they should be, not hung on
someone's wall. The International Wildlife Conservation Council is nothing more than a
promoter of trophy hunting and is there to serve the hunter. We must speak for those who
cannot speak for themselves and protect them. Please abolish this council immediately. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathryn Watkins
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<lharris82@gmail.com>

From: <lharris82@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lauren Harris
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<ABV5@cornell.edu>

From: <ABV5@cornell.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not ours to
take or use, especially for trophies It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alex Vollmer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<orcafish@comcast.net>

From: <orcafish@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Fisher
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<fouzalrashid@hotmail.com>

From: <fouzalrashid@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. dont kill animals It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, fouz alrashid
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<bousquetrb@comcast.net>

From: <bousquetrb@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bob Bousquet
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<Changkatherinesk8@gmail.com>

From: <Changkatherinesk8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Katherine Chang
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<turtlered13@gmail.com>

From: <turtlered13@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please save our wildlife. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, James Carrell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<krosen04@gmail.com>

From: <krosen04@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kevin Rosen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<caterina_fiol@hotmail.com>

From: <caterina_fiol@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Caterina Fiol Vadell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jujem@dslextreme.com>

From: <jujem@dslextreme.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is nothing
but glorification of Murder! Please do NOT support this. Do NOT establish a council like
this..Animals suffer and die for humans sport..THIS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE! Thank You It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jerri Miller<
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Stephelectra@hotmail.com>

From: <Stephelectra@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stephanie Walkeapaa
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bronwynnevans@hotmail.com>

From: <bronwynnevans@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bronwen Evans
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carlynicolee01@gmail.com>

From: <carlynicolee01@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not an
acceptable way to conserve and leads to many unnecessary consequences and the glorifying of
killing for fun and sport It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carly Engleton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cresorchid@gmail.com>

From: <cresorchid@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am appalled that you are
formulating an ineffective conservation measure while hunting appeals to such a small
percentage of the population. This is likely to draw far more criticism than accolades while still
being ineffective. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandra Lynn
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Erinford20@gmail.com>

From: <Erinford20@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please for the love of god,
do not allow this. There are so many other means for people to show off how
awesome/cool/powerful/self centered they are, trophy hunting is just sick and wrong and it
needs to be stopped before we lose all the animals we grew up loving!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Erin Ford
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<Estella4444@gmail.com>

From: <Estella4444@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wildlife is precious and
irreplaceable, please do NOT empower the humans to hunt down the wildlife. Trophy hunting is
not a sport it is a bloodsport! Please do not encourage such barbaric acts, the whole world will
watch if US being a progressive country takes such a step. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ria Ghosh
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<tofu3dragona4@gmail.com>

From: <tofu3dragona4@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are facing extinction,
not only of species, but of VALUES TOO. The killing of innocents for joy, is outrageous and
shameful. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Loretta Beltrán
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<nvergilia@peoplepc.com>

From: <nvergilia@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, nadine vergilia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wolflegal@hotmail.com>

From: <wolflegal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, S. Wolf Britain
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marty@faceuptopeace.com>

From: <marty@faceuptopeace.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marty Landa
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<Tamsinmae@me.com>

From: <Tamsinmae@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't start this
council to promote the slaughter of more animals. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tamsin Mae
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mila.odier@gmail.com>

From: <mila.odier@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ludmila Dmitriev-Odier
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<thefrenchcellar@me.com>

From: <thefrenchcellar@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. DO NOT ALLOW THIS
COUNCIL TO HAPPEN! It is a fake front in the name of conservation - exactly what has
happened in South Africa to bring in income to the government! TROPHY HUNTING IS NOT A
FORM OF CONSERVATION! IT IS BS AND A FORM OF MURDER UNTIL EXTINCTION! A
VERY DANGEROUS MOVE FOR THE US TO TAKE. I am disgusted by the very idea. It is
equal to "government approved poaching" in my eyes, and I see enough of this in Africa -
caused by wealthy Americans, Brits and the members of the EU. Are you going to give the top
.05 or 1% wealth of the world a license to kill all the endangered animals that balance the eco
system of the earth? We will be looking at old photos to remember who they were. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sallie Robbins-Druian
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jmancilla58@gmail.com>

From: <Jmancilla58@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is important that as a
human species we make sure that these animals strive. They are not ours to own as a fucking
trophy, no life is worth a few pictures and handshakes as if it were a great accomplishment to
aim and pull a trigger from a safe distance that's pure cowardness. Let's keep these animals
alive so that they can be around for generations to come It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Juan Mancilla
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<keharing@hotmail.con>

From: <keharing@hotmail.con>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Absolutely NO on "trophy
hunting". That is not a sport nor are the dead animals any kind of "Trophy". I'm disgusted if this
is not banned ASAP!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kristen Haring
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<growltigerkat@hotmail.com>

From: <growltigerkat@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, elisa guss
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<Blondie_17903@hotmail.com>

From: <Blondie_17903@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophies hunting and cruel
and animals suffer! We want to phase it out, not promote it. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Taylor Mckeown
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ellentyler@live.co.uk>

From: <ellentyler@live.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I think this is absurd, a
council with a fancy name, to murder wild life in the name of conservation, you actually mean so
someone can make money out of hunting TROPHY HUNTING! I'm pleading with you to stop
this council going ahead....I'm going to refrain from ever visiting your country again, it's got
some very sick people living there, it always seems to be the USA in the news stream about
Trophy Hunters killing a animal and now you've come up with this? Its beyond belief! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ellen Tyler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pastapusta@gmail.com>

From: <pastapusta@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Gerber
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Madalyn.levy@gmail.com>

From: <Madalyn.levy@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Madalyn Levy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maryroehrig@live.com>

From: <maryroehrig@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Roehrig
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<Skatenature@gmail.com>

From: <Skatenature@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not destroy
what little wildlife is left. All beings deserve to live. Murder is NOT a sport It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tony Italia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dagle@verizon.net>

From: <Dagle@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the cruelty It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Maureen Dagle
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gslilly@earhlink.net>

From: <gslilly@earhlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Evelyn Lilly
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<ulainnoor472@gmail.com>

From: <ulainnoor472@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, noor ulain
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jiwonjessoh@gmail.com>

From: <Jiwonjessoh@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jiwom Oh
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sunnylindz@hotmail.com>

From: <sunnylindz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lindsay Adams
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<scyzner@hotmail.com>

From: <scyzner@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steven Cyzner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<svenjam91@gmail.com>

From: <svenjam91@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Svenja Evans
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Justin.gallegos@gmail.com>

From: <Justin.gallegos@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I Write this message to ask
the US government Not to encourage trophy hunting. The real problem is encouraging
senseless murder please don't allow this to happen I am a 100% opposed to these ideas It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Justin Justin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<debiane3@gmail.com>

From: <debiane3@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debi Bergsma
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<valeriapaste@gmail.com>

From: <valeriapaste@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chloe Hancock
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Bethanjthomas@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <Bethanjthomas@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bethan Thomas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kerryanne1419@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <Kerryanne1419@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why would anyone want to
encourage trophy hunting. There is no reason what so ever for it I don't care what they say. It's
disgusting and whoever allows it is disgusting. You can't just run around hunting humans so why
should animals be any different. List the reasons why it is OK to hunt animals and then apply
those exact same reasons to humans. Yep. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Kerry Smith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sreeseuse@gmail.com>

From: <sreeseuse@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Reese
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kenziebusick11@gmail.com>

From: <Kenziebusick11@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to be spending
our time and efforts working towards saving wildlife, habitat, and ecosystems rather than
promoting trophy hunting. Creating a bridge between hunters and conservationalists is
extremely important, but this is not done through trophy hunting. Let's focus more on our
countries approach to supporting conservation rather than this means of unethical and cruel
means management. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kenzie Busick
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<canterwoodfarm@gmail.com>

From: <canterwoodfarm@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Miller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lisajunior@att.net>

From: <lisajunior@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Salazar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jojokw89@gmail.com>

From: <jojokw89@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Don't put shame on
humanity It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joanna White
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rogermiranda@att.net>

From: <rogermiranda@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is animal
cruelty. These creatures have a right to life just like humans do. Leave these creatures alone.
They are priceless. This is the only know place in the entire universe where life exists. They
must be protected. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Roger Miranda
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Veecabrera369@gmail.com>

From: <Veecabrera369@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. say NO to trophy hunting It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vanessa Cabrera
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<Nicole-CL@comcast.net>

From: <Nicole-CL@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. At a time when wildlife
around the world are under threat, we need more protections, more conservation and more
appreciation for wildlife. NOT more killing or exploitation. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Cloutier
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Smcrimi76@hotmail.com>

From: <Smcrimi76@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is beyond upsetting to
me. It is cruel and barbaric. Please STOP this! These animals deserve compassion and
freedom from these barbaric men and women. These animals are not trophys. They are
important to our environment and to humanity. I've been to Africa and the thought of killing one
of these majestic beings is nothing short of psychopathic. Sarah Crimi It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Crimi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dolores.gallagher@richmond.edu>

From: <dolores.gallagher@richmond.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dolores Gallagher
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wapdap@gmail.com>

From: <wapdap@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Pease
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Amyjopik@gmail.com>

From: <Amyjopik@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is disgusting, trophy
hunting live animals is immoral. Zero of my tax dollars should support you or your corrupt
agency. You should do all to protect animals, birds, and their habitat. Shame on you. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amy Pikarsky
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<valeriehowell@hotmail.com>

From: <valeriehowell@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Valerie Howell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Warrenthrasher@gmail.com>

From: <Warrenthrasher@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Warren Thrasher
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gberzin@gmail.com>

From: <gberzin@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bruce and Virginia Berzin
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<Purplehazent@mac.com>

From: <Purplehazent@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tim Brady
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<Ashporter8@gmail.com>

From: <Ashporter8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashley Porter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gdennis2@cox.net>

From: <gdennis2@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gudrun Dennis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Brendamendoza805@gmail.com>

From: <Brendamendoza805@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. How can you take And
continue to take lives of innocent animals? This world is already how it is due to despicable
humans who only think about the bad and have so much hate. We need to focus on making this
world, this country a better world. Animals are innocent creatures that cause no harm if left
alone in their habitat. Please find it in your heart to think twice about this. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brenda Mendoza
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<Mositad@sparetimeinc.com>

From: <Mositad@sparetimeinc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. To propose a trophy
hunting advisory board is heinous! To promote killing of animals for fun makes the people doing
it and promoting it evil. Simply put just evil! There is a special place in hell for people that call
this a sport. Just nasty people. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Moe Delich
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Goytia@t-online.de>

From: <Goytia@t-online.de>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Helene Goytia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jdancer@kula.us>

From: <jdancer@kula.us>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop Trophy Hunting It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, John Naylor
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lucytwo2010@gmail.com>

From: <Lucytwo2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals have souls too. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lucy White
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Redbeet@verizon.net>

From: <Redbeet@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Consagra
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jayetrottier@gmail.com>

From: <jayetrottier@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jaye Trottier
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Eric@ericwalton.com>

From: <Eric@ericwalton.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The last thing any U.S.
government agency should do is encourage people to kill animals, but especially for the sake of
fun. Trophy hunting is an abominable practice and should not only be discouraged, but also
illegal. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Eric Walton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lillyg701@hotmail.com>

From: <Lillyg701@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Yeske
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mirandalcastillo@gmail.com>

From: <mirandalcastillo@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This proposed council is
misleading and the complete opposite of conservation. We need to be protecting animals that
are endangered, near-endangered and non-endangered animals. It's very bad that the US Fish
and Wildlife Service is promoting and encouraging trophy hunting. Please don't let this happen.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Miranda Calzada



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pzerzan@comcast.net>

From: <pzerzan@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. With so many species
struggling due to loss of habitat, poaching and the other ills provided them by the human race, it
is unthinkable that we allow such barbaric practices as "trophy hunting". It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Paula Zerzan
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<jaredono@hawaii.edu>

From: <jaredono@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is no place for this
kind of hunting in today's society. We need to be making changes to protect the planet and the
creaturesthat inhabit it. Please do not simply write this off as a non-issue. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jared Ono
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<Lorig50ca@gmail.com>

From: <Lorig50ca@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lori Ginsburg
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<meredithsblanchard@gmail.com>

From: <meredithsblanchard@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Of all the wonderful work
you could choose to do to protect animals, I can't believe this is what you focus on. Promoting
international trophy hunting, making it easier to bring trophies into the United States, this is not
conservation and I have to believe that deep down, you know that. You should be ashamed to
call yourselves the Fish and Wildlife Service while simultaneously promoting killing and animals-
as-commodities. Animals are not here for your amusement, please do not form the international
wildilfe conservation council. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Meredith
Blanchard
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<westmar67@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <westmar67@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marion Weston
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<ksrudert@gmail.com>

From: <ksrudert@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Rudert
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lbruno10@verizon.net>

From: <Lbruno10@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Bruno
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<neterkishar.04@gmail.com>

From: <neterkishar.04@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am deeply concerned
about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US
Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose. The stated goal of this
council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US citizens traveling to
foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an effective nor an
ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Neter Watson
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the



demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Neter Watson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joslyn.baxter@gmail.com>

From: <joslyn.baxter@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joslyn Baxter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Dacosta.josh@gmail.com>

From: <Dacosta.josh@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need every animal that
we can to ensure the future of the planet. The sum of the whole is not greater than the sum of it
parts. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joshuah Dacosta
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Michellejsimon@hotmail.com>

From: <Michellejsimon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It just makes no possible
sense for this to even discussed. Anywhere. At any point in life. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Simon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sierra7@hawaii.edu>

From: <sierra7@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote or
encourage "trophy" hunting. It is a disgrace to the name and practice of hunting. Please bring
this horrid excuse of a "sport" to an end. Thank you It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sierra mitchell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ashdontsang@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <ashdontsang@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashdon Tsang
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Corinnestelle77@gmail.com>

From: <Corinnestelle77@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop hunting! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Corinne Ferre`
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<fmrharriman@gmail.com>

From: <fmrharriman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Frances Harriman



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Beccyann_531@hotmail.com>

From: <Beccyann_531@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is atrocious
and inhumane. Do not let innocent, beautiful animals die at the hands of greedy humans. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rebecca Mendoza
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Amandaktl91@gmail.com>

From: <Amandaktl91@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The push from our
government to promote such an environmentally unstable and disgusting practice such as big
game trophy hunting is absolutely heartbreaking and appalling. Work for the citizens and not for
your pocketbooks. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amanda Lum
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Britbec@live.com>

From: <Britbec@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please reconsider the
formation of a pro international trophy hunting council. The US must stand forward as an
example to the rest of the world in conservation and protection of these beautiful creatures. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Becky Johnson
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<jpoveda91@hotmail.com>

From: <jpoveda91@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is disgusting to see they
call this a sport. Clearly it is pure ignorance as the definition of sport is something completely
different. They come up with excuses such as preservation when true preservation is when we
leave animals alone, and take care of global issues such as pollution, and exploitation of
resources. They only pests are humans. They also claim that killing animals will control
population but who the hell gave us that right, to take another being's life. We are the ones who
are out of control. Population has increased to nearly 8 billion now and we want to take out
species who do not cause the damage we cause. This and all other violent acts towards any
living being need to stop. The words culture, sport or tradition should not even be used to justify
pain of others. Some people understand with words, some others with images, videos or
experiences but some others won't understand till they suffer the most intense pain and feel
helpless to even protect their own worthless lives. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jairo Poveda
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<crab430@me.com>

From: <crab430@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing for the fun of it is
hideous, stupid, cruel and senseless!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Phillip J Crabill
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<korybenedicto@gmail.com>

From: <korybenedicto@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kory Benedicto
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vicks8569@gmail.com>

From: <vicks8569@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Victoria Trozett
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<MCONIGLIO@hatchell.com>

From: <MCONIGLIO@hatchell.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. this is sick and disgusting.
STOP KILLING THE ANIMALS !! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, MARK
CONIGLIO
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<paul@themailpath.com>

From: <paul@themailpath.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Paul Moss
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Deb@kelly-home.com>

From: <Deb@kelly-home.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We must conserve not
destroy that which was already here long before we were. Our arrogance is intolerable
anymore. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Debbie Kelly
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joydesmondrealtor@verizon.net>

From: <joydesmondrealtor@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, joy desmond
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<awi@cakeloan.33mail.com>

From: <awi@cakeloan.33mail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wilfred Wong
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<louisegr123@gmail.com>

From: <louisegr123@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is simply
wrong in this century with the crush of humanity pressing on all of the natural world. It is a
destructive, arrogant thing and should never be promoted. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Louise Rendich
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<Marchoffman313@gmail.com>

From: <Marchoffman313@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marc Hoffman
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<Sara.malazzo.miller@gmail.com>

From: <Sara.malazzo.miller@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
senseless and greedy killing. I know we have a President in the USA right now that needs to
feel strong by killing animals for "sport" along with his children but the majority of people find this
cruel and unnessary. Animals aren't here for us to mount on a wall. They are here to enjoy their
own lives. Being alive is much more beautiful than dead in someone's home. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sara Malazzo-Miller
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<nak930@bellsouth.net>

From: <nak930@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Kosa
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<kealelani@gmail.com>

From: <kealelani@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This proposal is very
disturbing and upsetting to me, and I am vehemently opposed to any "council" that promotes
trophy hunting. I don't understand how killing these majestic and innocent creatures is okay in
anyone's eyes. They should be protected, not hunted. We need our wildlife. Imagine a world
without these beautiful animals that God placed here. Please do not allow this Council to
happen. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lory Ono
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sandra@mmcreativestudio.com>

From: <sandra@mmcreativestudio.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please - Soon such
beautiful species which exist now in such small numbers will no longer exist on this earth due to
trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, SANDRA
MITCHELL



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<perrybcarter@gmail.com>

From: <perrybcarter@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. By now the research
regarding the importance of preserving diverse species for the sake of protecting deeply
interconnected ecosystems is clear. Trophy hunting is simply an expensive sport that only
undermines this effort to respect the planet and our limited resources. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Perry Carter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<melissaannrusso@gmail.com>

From: <melissaannrusso@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Russo
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stokessix@gmail.com>

From: <stokessix@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jo Stokes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<clw2350@bellsouth.net>

From: <clw2350@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christina Williams
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<loce-elen@sky.com>

From: <loce-elen@sky.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lee Whitehall
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<allison-n-jaynes@uiowa.edu>

From: <allison-n-jaynes@uiowa.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not the
way to teach the next generation the value of the natural world. Many countries have learned
over recent years that eco-tourism and activities that encourage protection and sustainability of
the local environment are far more lucrative than other industries (including hunting) that had
been devastating those ecosystems. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Allison Jaynes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<michaelhenderson@hotmail.com>

From: <michaelhenderson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing for entertainment
and sport is abject cruelty and must be stopped forever! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Henderson
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<kathysimonik@gmail.com>

From: <kathysimonik@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop. Stop. Stop. Killing All
Of Our Wildlife! We Are Facing Extinction Of Many Species! Please Stop!!!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathy Simonik
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<jenny@gunbyglebe.co.uk>

From: <jenny@gunbyglebe.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this persecution of
wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer Staunton
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<hello7rose@hotmail.com>

From: <hello7rose@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, E. White
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tysonjsj@cfl.rr.com>

From: <tysonjsj@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. why is the world so gun
hungry to go out and shoot and KILL innocent animals that are just trying to survive. they
deserve to live and be free just as the "murderers" who go out with their guns and shoot them,
and for what?????? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rebecca
Cowart



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Evelynsfraser@hotmail.com>

From: <Evelynsfraser@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Evelyn Fraser
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cathouse.nc2013@gmail.com>

From: <cathouse.nc2013@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this insanity!!
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susie Martin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rbarlevy@hotmail.com>

From: <rbarlevy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Richard Barlevy
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<janasg@gmail.com>

From: <janasg@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jana Perinchief
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lhester@millikin.edu>

From: <lhester@millikin.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As the president of Millikin
University's Animal Rights Club, I stand in opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lillian Hester
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<salarlene@comcast.net>

From: <salarlene@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, SALLY GILLETTE
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<morrisoncolleen@comcast.net>

From: <morrisoncolleen@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Colleen Morrison
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<hopkins1357@cox.net>

From: <hopkins1357@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is a
shameful and disgusting throwback. Time for this abuse to stop. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dr. Diane Hopkins
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<bluervoice@gmail.com>

From: <bluervoice@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patti Windeknecht
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lillibelle@q.com>

From: <lillibelle@q.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should
have been outlawed years ago. This is just horrific, cruel, senseless and about nothing but
greed and a misplaced sense of self. Have some compassion and humanity and see that this is
an absolute waste of the lives of beautiful creatures. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lillian Anderson
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<catwomanlsk@gmail.com>

From: <catwomanlsk@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lois Karasek
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<richlroth@mac.com>

From: <richlroth@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Richard Rothstein
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<jvan20p@gmail.com>

From: <jvan20p@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting? Really?
Do we need this? I think not. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, James Vander
Poel
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<Jsparklebritches@gmail.com>

From: <Jsparklebritches@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Sparks It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer
Sparks
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<brojuda49@verizon.net>

From: <brojuda49@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Brown
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<tracyrocks@gmail.com>

From: <tracyrocks@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tracy Marotta
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<daemona2010@hotmail.com>

From: <daemona2010@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please encourage people
to appreciate the beauty of living animals, not some trophy hanging on a wall! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carol Reins
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<candy_frantz@comcast.net>

From: <candy_frantz@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It's about time you all
started thinking about this!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Candy Frantz-
Crafton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jejom@comcast.net>

From: <jejom@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 12:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jessica Mitchell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lisalama3@gmail.com>

From: <Lisalama3@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please end trophy hunting.
These animals are sentient creatures. We need to be compassionate! Tourism would increase
in nations that do not slaughter their wildlife. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lisa
Lamancusa
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<eknox217@gmail.com>

From: <eknox217@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. killing is not a sport when
only one side is willing to play the game. Stop cruel trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elena Knox
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Whcorbin@gmail.com>

From: <Whcorbin@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wesley Corbin



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wandbrot@gmail.com>

From: <wandbrot@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wanda Ann Brotsky
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jstansfield8981@gmail.com>

From: <jstansfield8981@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jack Stansfield
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<yogart@bellsouth.net>

From: <yogart@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing for pleasure is
wrong, and we certainly have a problem on our hands with all the mass killings. Lets start with
useless killing and get this under control and develop compassion for all creatures. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Connie Dunn
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jeanupblic1@gmail.com>

From: <jeanupblic1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. TAXPAYERS BEIN
ASKED TO PAY FOR HUNTERS HOBBIES - OUT OF CONTROL AND OUTRAGEOUS
IMPOSITIN ON 325 MILLION TAXPAYERS It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, jean
publiee
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<laddieluv94@msn.com>

From: <laddieluv94@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Those that enjoy
murdering innocent sentient beings are serial killers. Look it up in your nearest psychology
book. Serial killers keep trophies also. End this horror. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Arleen Rutten
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<fmiralles11@gmail.com>

From: <fmiralles11@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Flavia Miralles
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<kayeporter@cableone.net>

From: <kayeporter@cableone.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the ridiculous
TROPHY HUNTING ! Ban it, protect all animals. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kaye Porter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lynngall726@gmail.com>

From: <lynngall726@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Gallagher
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Amiezuni7@gmail.com>

From: <Amiezuni7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Glenna Waterman

<Amiezuni7@gmail.com>

From: <Amiezuni7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Glenna Waterman
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Erika Brabham Odom <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Erika Brabham Odom <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting has no
place in the world! It is soulless, mindless, senseless murder!!!!! We need animals to keep our
ecosystems in balance!!!! Trophy hunting proves nothing except that you have no
compassion!!!! Humans are killing animals into extinction!!!!!! And I am sorry but Trophy hunting
isn't a form of conservation like most of these hunters like to think so! It is murder!!!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Erika Brabham Odom

Maria Tartaglia <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maria Tartaglia <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maria Tartaglia

Andrea Giolli <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Andrea Giolli <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrea Giolli



Mary Ann Martin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Ann Martin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is sickening to see our
government even considering encouraging this barbaric practice. Animals are sentient beings
and even eating farm raised creatures for food is is something of a "necessary evil" but killing
magnificent wild creatures to occupy space on a "sportsman's" wall is an atrocity! Locals can
gain far more income from camera safaris which respect the dignity of wild beings and leave
them to be viewed by many other tourists. Once gone the "trophy " is forever lost-to its own
species and ours! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Ann
Martin

James Tillotson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: James Tillotson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less



than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, James Tillotson

David Trask <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: David Trask <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Enough of this so called
"trophy hunting". It should be called EGO INFLATION. Enough of this and we should not nor
continue to allow this sellfish, self centered; in the name of mighty hunter", to survive. It ends
now. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, David Trask

Christi Dillon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Christi Dillon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christi Dillon

Shawn Cline <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Shawn Cline <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shawn Cline

Jennifer Hayes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jennifer Hayes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Hayes

Dan Perdios <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dan Perdios <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dan Perdios

Sarah Stewart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sarah Stewart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Stewart

Ronald Smith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Ronald Smith <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting in any form
or manner is barbaric and disgusting. There is no need for trophy hunting in this day and age.
Animal torture, abuse often occurs with trophy hunting since the animal often is still partially
conscious. Trophy hunting is nothing more than joy killing and needs to be stopped. We live in a
world where so many animals are in low numbers even pre extinction numbers. There is no
place for trophy hunting in today's society. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Ronald Smith

Rebecca Prochaska <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rebecca Prochaska <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of



the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rebecca Prochaska

Beth Levine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Beth Levine <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please, expand your
compassion. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Beth Levine

Lorien Kuster <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lorien Kuster <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lorien Kuster

Deborah Livingston <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Livingston <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Livingston



Briar Mitchell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Briar Mitchell <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Thiis horrifying...what you
plan to do....horrifying and heartless. You LIE to the public with the misleading title for your
group. How stupid...you call yourself Conservationists...then go out and slaughter animals. You
are disgusting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Briar Mitchell

Dori Cole <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dori Cole <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of



the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dori Cole

Linda Marshall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Marshall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Can we please give the
remaining animals a chance. This practice is barbaric. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Marshall

Lee Forest <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lee Forest <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lee Forest

Vladimir Shuisky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vladimir Shuisky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] In Opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Vladimir Shuisky

Edith Yelland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Edith Yelland <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Edith Yelland

Jeannine Bloss <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jeannine Bloss <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jeannine Bloss

Beth Ross <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Beth Ross <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Beth Ross

Christine Piekarski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Christine Piekarski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christine Piekarski

Lindley Barden <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lindley Barden <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lindley Barden



L Kifer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: L Kifer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing animals just for fun
is sick. Why in this cruel world would anyone approve of this unethical act of killing?! "FIRST DO
NO HARM"!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, L Kifer

Kelly Riley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kelly Riley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelly Riley

sue nusbaum <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: sue nusbaum <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animal Species are going
extinct and you want to kill what is left??? I like Trump but I do notlike what you are doing! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, sue nusbaum

Dave and Rita Cross <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dave and Rita Cross <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This Council would have
no bearing on animal conservation! It is a misguided attempt to allow trophy hunters too
continue killing along with some endangered animals!! This Council is a smoke screen intended
to satisfy a minority of people, hunters. The majority of Americans decry the murder of wildlife,
most of them trophies for hunters! No one is believing any of this rhetoric; it is, in no way,
conservation! We urge you to put aside your plans for the International Wildlife Conservation
council! With our sincere gratitude! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dave and Rita
Cross

NATALIE SULLIVAN <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: NATALIE SULLIVAN <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see



international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, NATALIE SULLIVAN

Brigitte Robertson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brigitte Robertson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It takes a special kind of
crazy to kill a living being; ask yourself just what need a hunter has that he satisfies by
slaughtering animals. Bloodlust arises from our lowest instincts - have we not evolved beyond
that?! We share more than 90% of our DNA with many non-human animals (especially
mammals). They feel pain, just like we do. People who derive pleasure from killing have
overstepped a boundary; what kind of person inflicts pain to satisfy his/her selfish needs?! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brigitte Robertson

Kara Harms <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kara Harms <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kara Harms

Maddox Pellegrino <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Maddox Pellegrino <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trump tell your kids to stop
the damn trophy hunting bullshit. It doesn't make them more of a man to kill a defenceless
animal when they have no chance to fight a bullet. If they want to feel pride, let's see how well
they do when they drop the guns and try to take out an animal with their bare hands. Your sons
have everything, why do they need innocent lives of animals as well. Horrible! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable



nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Maddox Pellegrino

Michele Ernst <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Michele Ernst <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michele Ernst

Susie Warner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susie Warner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE STOP THIS !!
WHY ARE YOU PROMOTING SUCH A HORRIFIC SPORT? MAYBE YOU SHOULD
PROMOTE HUNTING YOU !! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in



Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susie Warner

James Brunton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: James Brunton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please help put an end
this useless slaughter that is based upon the overblown egos of those who see sport in killing
beautiful animals. In reality, there is no "sport" in a confrontation of armed individuals stalking
creatures that just want to escape death! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
James Brunton

Linda Farnell silva <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Linda Farnell silva <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please protect our wildlife
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Linda Farnell silva

Jane Davidson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jane Davidson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jane Davidson

HARVEY WEISenfeld <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: HARVEY WEISenfeld <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Who is paying you to
promote such a travesty ? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, HARVEY
WEISenfeld

Sally Caskey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sally Caskey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. For Gods sake,leave these



animals alone It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sally Caskey

A F <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: A F <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, A F

Joan Kingman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Joan Kingman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting displays
the utmost arrogance and stupidity as many of these animals are on the verge of extinction. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joan Kingman

Priscilla Mezrahi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Priscilla Mezrahi <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Priscilla Mezrahi

Anne Lebas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Anne Lebas <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anne Lebas

Patricia MacKinnon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Patricia MacKinnon <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia MacKinnon

Cathy Penna <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cathy Penna <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What are you thinking? It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cathy Penna

Jennifer Reinert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Jennifer Reinert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Reinert

Elke Passarge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elke Passarge <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elke Passarge

Suzanne Row <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Suzanne Row <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is NOT
about conservation. Too often the "trophy" is from an endangered or disappearing species. The
best animals for breeding are generally taken which weakens the population. This is about
people who enjoy spending time in the outdoors and killing animals. Period. We do not have to
kill to spend time outdoors and enjoy ourselves! Animals feel pain - as excruciating as people
do. They have emotions just as people do. They do their best to survive just as people do.
People do not generally kill to eat. We do not need meat to survive. We are overpopulating the
earth and causing plants and animals to disappear at a breathtaking rate. What are we leaving
for our descendants? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Suzanne Row

Linda Allen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Linda Allen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Allen

Teresa Iovino <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Teresa Iovino <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.



Sincerely, Teresa Iovino

Carolyn Potts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carolyn Potts <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carolyn Potts

Daviann McClurg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Daviann McClurg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Daviann McClurg

Cara Ciullo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cara Ciullo <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is disgusting. Never in
my lifetime did I think I'd see such evil enter the USFWS and work to kill harm animals rather
than help them. And the fact that you're using the misleading term "conversation" is equally
despicable. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cara Ciullo

K Gregg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: K Gregg <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, K Gregg

Peter Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Peter Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is cruel
and obscene. It's not about conservation; it's about slaughtering animals and putting their heads
on a wall. SICK! I oppose this pro trophy hunting council. Leave animals alone and don't waste
my tax dollars on this BS. Protect wildlife and the Endangered Species Act. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US



citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Peter Wood

Cliff Wilkinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cliff Wilkinson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cliff Wilkinson

Tonia Kreis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tonia Kreis <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting to feed your body
is one thing,, but to feed your ego at the expense of another's life is unacceptable. It is not only



shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tonia Kreis

Lauri DesMarais <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lauri DesMarais <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lauri DesMarais

Chris Drumright <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Chris Drumright <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chris Drumright

Stephanie Witkoski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stephanie Witkoski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sport and is disgusting and unnecessary! Please ban all trophy hunting for good. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually



intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stephanie Witkoski

debbie williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: debbie williams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am against trophy
hunting. Its not right It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, debbie williams

sheri reeves <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: sheri reeves <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sheri reeves

Mark Cornebise <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mark Cornebise <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Cornebise

Raymond Bartlett <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Raymond Bartlett <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Raymond Bartlett

Lynn Slonaker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynn Slonaker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Slonaker

Twyla Meyer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Twyla Meyer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Twyla Meyer

Ken French <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ken French <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ken French

Vivian Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vivian Wood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vivian Wood

Susan Esposito <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Susan Esposito <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Esposito

Chantal Vanwymelbeke <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Chantal Vanwymelbeke <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It seems to me that the
aim of this council will be to deceive the public. I urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to
reconsider its creation and its purpose. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one



is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Chantal Vanwymelbeke

Greg Stawinoga <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Greg Stawinoga <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Greg Stawinoga

D H <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: D H <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wtf is wrong with you
people? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, D H

Melissa Polick <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melissa Polick <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am OUTRAGED that you
would even think of allowing more hunters to go to Foreign Countries just to SLAUGHTER More
WildLife - NO!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Melissa Polick



Tammy Manthe <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tammy Manthe <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tammy Manthe

Deborah Willette <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Willette <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Willette

Cameron Chaney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cameron Chaney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. killing off wildlife for
pleasure is cruel,torture~SICK~INHUMAN It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Cameron Chaney

Avril Harville <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Avril Harville <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Avril Harville

Kel Wall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Kel Wall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kel Wall



Marilyn Magnusson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Magnusson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop this cruel
wasteful treatment of innocent animals. What, so that people can display their heads on a wall?
Sick! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marilyn Magnusson

Lorin Swinehart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lorin Swinehart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lorin Swinehart

Darlene Klinksieck <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Darlene Klinksieck <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Darlene Klinksieck

carol ray <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: carol ray <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Promoting trophy hunting
would be a disgrace, and a waste of limited resources. Public desire for these types of activities
is dwindling rapidly. Many safari outfitters are replacing their hunting safaris with photographic
ones for that reason. Many tourists are seeking information in advance of their trips to ensure
they are NOT supporting any company or individual that supports trophy hunting. A quick
perusal of travel forums would make this obvious to you. I've been planning a safari for over a
year and my group has been mindful to in NOT choose to work with any company that supports
trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, carol ray

christina little <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: christina little <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We have to be there voice.
Please stop this cruel sport . To kill for a trophy. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international



wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
christina little

David L Conrad <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: David L Conrad <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, David L Conrad

Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Marilyn Flynn <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than



dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Flynn

Peter Kelley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Peter Kelley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Peter Kelley

Barbara Lewy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barbara Lewy <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. NO animal protection
organization recognizes trophy hunting as a legitimate way to conserve species. Rather, it is a
gateway to corruption and long-term ecological and economic erosion for the host country. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara Lewy

Susan Wayne <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Susan Wayne <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Wayne

Ha Car <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ha Car <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ha Car

amy schumacher <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: amy schumacher <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, amy schumacher

Jean Mack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jean Mack <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jean Mack

Matt Freedman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Matt Freedman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Matt Freedman

Jana Harker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jana Harker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jana Harker

Bob Miller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Bob Miller <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bob Miller

Cherie Howe <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cherie Howe <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting, as
opposed to hunting for sustenance, if cruel, unnecessary & frankly has no place in 2017. It is not



only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cherie Howe

Candace Deponte <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Candace Deponte <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The WORLD needs to
protect ALL of OUR wild species and the World to make sure that they are "PROTECTED" for
ALL time!!!! NO TROPHY HUNTING FOR THE SHEAR PLEASURE OF MURDERING "OUR"
WILD ANIMALS. THIS IS TOTALLY UNEXCEPTABLE AND DISGUESTING! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Candace Deponte



A Puza <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: A Puza <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, A Puza

susan payne <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: susan payne <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please care for animal like
we do people. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of



these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, susan payne



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<alrjdp@gmail.com>

From: <alrjdp@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, A Lynn Raiser



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mikesouza@gmail.com>

From: <mikesouza@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mike Souza
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marionegordon@gmail.com>

From: <marionegordon@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, marion gordon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lantow1@comcast.net>

From: <lantow1@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Lantow
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<srcharles1@comporium.net>

From: <srcharles1@comporium.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stanley Charles
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maxclark90@gmail.com>

From: <maxclark90@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maxine Clark
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jdlitt@hotmail.com>

From: <jdlitt@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As both a taxpayer and
sportsman I object to any expenditure of time and money to support this effort. Obviously a
reduction in manpower would be appropriate in your organization since this is not really work
within a reasonable interpretation of the US Fish & Wildlife Service's responsibilities. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, James Little
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jsmi777@frontiernet.net>

From: <jsmi777@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janell Smith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gomerlu11@gmail.com>

From: <gomerlu11@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elsy Shallman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vangwen@hotmail.com>

From: <vangwen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. Please do not encourage trophy hunting. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, G Holloway
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<care4animals@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <care4animals@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vic Bostock
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<claire.levy2@gmail.com>

From: <claire.levy2@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Claire Levy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mlgma08@comcast.net>

From: <mlgma08@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Levier
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marleen.neus@telenet.be>

From: <marleen.neus@telenet.be>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marleen Neus
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<grizzalo@hotmail.com>

From: <grizzalo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Nitz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lizzard55@gmail.com>

From: <lizzard55@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Ladiana
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jg.bluebottle@gmail.com>

From: <jg.bluebottle@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joe Ginsburg
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<Viviane.henry1310@gmail.com>

From: <Viviane.henry1310@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. You are a pig It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Henry Viviane
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<hjameswhitaker@att.net>

From: <hjameswhitaker@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Howard Whitaker
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<weitzs@earthlink.net>

From: <weitzs@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stephen Weitz
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<smiley_face_3000@hotmail.com>

From: <smiley_face_3000@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anjean Llicl
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<haycharlys@gmail.com>

From: <haycharlys@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not approve the
barbaric "sport" of trophy hunting. No amount of blood money can compensate for taking the
lives of these beautiful, living creatures. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Charlys Hay
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<kcucci@personneldirections.com>

From: <kcucci@personneldirections.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Cucci
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<chloemark@optonline.net>

From: <chloemark@optonline.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chloe Sikirica
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<joebraus@charter.net>

From: <joebraus@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joseph Braus
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<brenda@conscioustalk.net>

From: <brenda@conscioustalk.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brenda Michaels
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<Corriegalvan@hotmail.com>

From: <Corriegalvan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The U. S. Fish and Wildlife
service should concentrste on actual conservation efforts. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Corrie Galvan
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<candace@kaimanlaw.com>

From: <candace@kaimanlaw.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Candace Rocha
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<brittamhansen69@gmail.com>

From: <brittamhansen69@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. stop all trophy hunting
ASAP.Crazy people killing innocence animals,it must stop now. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Britta Hansen
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<jaduff3@hotmail.com>

From: <jaduff3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am sickened by Trophy
hunting. I have a neighbor who just went to Africa and killed a Zebra and many other animals
antelopes and had them stuffed to bring home. That is a sick person and a sick way to spend
time and money hunting down animals and killing them with high velocity bullets. I am never
going to condone this as a sport because it is just shooting animals down, there is nothing
humane or sporting about it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, James A Duff
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<bobyancey52@gmail.com>

From: <bobyancey52@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bob Yancey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<johna@iowatelecom.net>

From: <johna@iowatelecom.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is cruel
and it is totally unfair to these magnificent animals. Please do not support this horrendous
activity. God Bless these innocent animals and you. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jane Van Haaften
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<mauisam.cindee@gmail.com>

From: <mauisam.cindee@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There is NO way this is a
good move. At all. The sitting president does NOT care anything about animal slaughtering
because his own two idiot sons enjoy an occasional spot of murder as they prey upon the
voiceless innocents and have the temerity to call it "sport." Plus the biggest crock of a person,
Ted "catscratch" nugent who is himself a big perpetrator of these killings (knowledge known) is
a dear and close presidential friend, and encourages it to be legal. It is not only shortsighted but
also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cynthia Knox
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<purpletortoise7@gmail.com>

From: <purpletortoise7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Reich
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brookarie@hotmail.com>

From: <brookarie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brooke Fittje
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brooklynboymike@gmail.com>

From: <brooklynboymike@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. TO the USFWS...when do
we stop glorifying this useless blood sport? As long as we allow the right of humans to take the
lives of other species for sport we remain de humanized. We promote power of the powerless
and all humanity suffers. We must stress the message these animals are more important to us
alive then dead. That watching these animals as they play and survive in the wild gives us
greater joy then a carcass or head to brag about. Cowards use guns as an extension of their
loss of potency in the bedroom.Real men use cameras. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mike Bell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nmr@web-knecht.de>

From: <nmr@web-knecht.de>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Natascha Rüping
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dorotel@t-online.de>

From: <dorotel@t-online.de>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dorothea Stephan
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<sensei.jc@gmail.com>

From: <sensei.jc@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Cunningham
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<goodtaber@gmail.com>

From: <goodtaber@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:36:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not just
unjustified and inhumane, it's murder. The only true conservation is leaving innocent, sentient
animals alone....to live their lives. Stop this tragedy! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eileen Goodman
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<cathy@berlinsign.com>

From: <cathy@berlinsign.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cathy Pickett
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<shirleyjackson56@earthlink.net>

From: <shirleyjackson56@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shirley Jackson
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<sondracamie@icloud.com>

From: <sondracamie@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sondra Camie
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<kyraxenia@icloud.com>

From: <kyraxenia@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop hunting permit!!
Animals are not ours! Leave them in peace!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Annamaria Glanas Vu
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<redangel8@gmail.com>

From: <redangel8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary goudey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<laceylevitt@gmail.com>

From: <laceylevitt@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lacey Levitt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ran6711@comcast.net>

From: <ran6711@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Randy Harrison
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jabanks@tds.net>

From: <jabanks@tds.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janice Banks
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<abradley@lakesidebank.com>

From: <abradley@lakesidebank.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should be
illegal. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Al Bradley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kkurtz123@gmail.com>

From: <kkurtz123@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ken Kurtz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<melekkorel@hotmail.com>

From: <melekkorel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, melek korel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mccauleystally@gmail.com>

From: <mccauleystally@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marguerite McCauley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gmc1971@juno.com>

From: <gmc1971@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gina Caracci
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Akrieg44@gmail.com>

From: <Akrieg44@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Adam Krieg
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lyra20@att.net>

From: <Lyra20@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is barbaric
and has no place in civilized society. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lydia Peters
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nancylynn@charter.net>

From: <nancylynn@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy L Reynolds
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<m.mk@juno.com>

From: <m.mk@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark M Giese
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<blueingreen000@gmail.com>

From: <blueingreen000@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Midori Furutate
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lkielman@att.net>

From: <Lkielman@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Collins
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Tameow@att.ner>

From: <Tameow@att.ner>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tami Phelps
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lundblad.helena@gmail.com>

From: <lundblad.helena@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Helena Lundblad
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<marthawdb@comcast.net>

From: <marthawdb@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Time to stop all Trophy
Hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Martha W D Bushnell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<michelle193@hotmail.co.uk>

From: <michelle193@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Gilroy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ajk212@earthlink.net>

From: <ajk212@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alice Krakauer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cdmcnamara@msn.com>

From: <cdmcnamara@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Catherine McNamara
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<alanawillroth@gmail.com>

From: <alanawillroth@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Personally I find it
disgusting, immoral and reprehensible. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
alana willroth
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jsidelnikova18@gmail.com>

From: <Jsidelnikova18@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julia Sidelnikova
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Jotero18@gmail.com>

From: <Jotero18@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julia Otero
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<wfnusbaum@comcast.net>

From: <wfnusbaum@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, William Nusbaum
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Elizabeth@neville.com>

From: <Elizabeth@neville.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As an attorney with a
wildlife law practice, I can write from my own knowledge and experience base that the aims of
this proposed council are antithetical to any proven conservation methods. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elizabeth Neville
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<rdcurren@foxvalley.net>

From: <rdcurren@foxvalley.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop exploiting,
abusing and killing animals for sport. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Richard Curren
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ericmorloc@gmail.com>

From: <ericmorloc@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eric Morlock
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<Nicola.6@comcast.net>

From: <Nicola.6@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicola Nicolai
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<majack9@sky.com>

From: <majack9@sky.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marie Jack
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<lindasdogs@netzero.net>

From: <lindasdogs@netzero.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Kirsch
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<axisdance@comcast.net>

From: <axisdance@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judith Smith
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carol.younes@ul.com>

From: <carol.younes@ul.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, carol younes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mrute@optonline.net>

From: <mrute@optonline.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, M Rute Correia
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<justina.powell@gmail.com>

From: <justina.powell@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing for sport is
inherently wrong. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Justina Powell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dshannahoffkhalsa@ucsd.edu>

From: <dshannahoffkhalsa@ucsd.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, David Shannahoff
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<camarofox24@msn.com>

From: <camarofox24@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Shaffer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sofiakotlyar@gmail.com>

From: <Sofiakotlyar@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sofia Kotlyar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<proudammie@gmail.com>

From: <proudammie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Amimals, like humans, are
NOT OBJECTS - they are living, breathing souls to be respected. They should NEVER be
hunted for humans' vain decorations!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Patty Brown
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jmallozzi@verizon.net>

From: <jmallozzi@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm sure that you would do
what you can to change or stop any laws that encourage cruel practices for the enjoyment of
people who do not have any concern for anyone, or anything except their selves. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, J Mallozzi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dcucuzza@snet.net>

From: <dcucuzza@snet.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Drew Cucuzza
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Moarivera@msn.com>

From: <Moarivera@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are Americans and
WE are better than this. We are humane, hard working and caring! Let's stand for these shared
values and not for unkindness. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Carmen Moa
arivera
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<skeiser2@bellsouth.net>

From: <skeiser2@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert Keiser
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cdalynch@mindspring.com>

From: <cdalynch@mindspring.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cynthia Lynch
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Oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118

Todd Snyder <todd.clark.snyder@gmail.com>

From: Todd Snyder <todd.clark.snyder@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:13:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council FWS-HQ-
R-2017-N118

Dear Mr. Winchell,

As a concerned citizen, I strongly oppose the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," because the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service must do everything in its
power to save lives of endangered animals.

The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens travelling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation.

It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed.

Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem.

No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods.

Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of
most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council.

Thank you,
Todd Snyder
San Francisco, CA
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lstarwood1@msn.com>

From: <lstarwood1@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laraine Lebron
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dianagazzola@gmail.com>

From: <dianagazzola@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diana Gazzola
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<karenw69@hotmail.com>

From: <karenw69@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please no council for ugly
trophy hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Karen Wolf



Conversation Contents
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<defendanimals@gmail.com>

From: <defendanimals@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I strongly urge the USFWS
to oppose any absurd and ridiculous language and attempts that would allow trophy hunting and
animal terrorists (hunters) as "conservation". Trophy hunters are the most despicable and
abhorrent form of human. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alfredo Kuba
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lauren.e.hayman@gmail.com>

From: <lauren.e.hayman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is NOT
conservation. These people are not eating the animals because they need food or helping local
communities. They are killing innocent things for fun/sport and for home decor trophies. These
people are sick murders who want living souvenirs to memorialize their killing experiences. This
sick practice needs to stop NOW. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lauren
Hayman
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<drivermom336@hotmail.com>

From: <drivermom336@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brenda Ashman
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<nicolearnoto@gmai.com>

From: <nicolearnoto@gmai.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Arnoto
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<Dylewsky@gmail.com>

From: <Dylewsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, William Dylewsky
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<mocam37@gmail.com>

From: <mocam37@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Barberic It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Charlotte Walker
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<raylb3@hotmail.com>

From: <raylb3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Leslie Ray

<raylb3@hotmail.com>

From: <raylb3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Leslie Ray
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<mbailis@msn.com>

From: <mbailis@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Matthew Bailis
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<jhmerrick@comcast.net>

From: <jhmerrick@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Tell God-damned Zinke
and Joshua Winchell to stop promoting trophy hunting which the majority of U.S. citizens are
against. You are assholes to even consider it. Ban import of all wildlife trophies! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Judy Merrick
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<sce9590@verizon.net>

From: <sce9590@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Eaton
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<ayerskb@gmail.com>

From: <ayerskb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robert Ayers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kbmdogs@att.net>

From: <kbmdogs@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bridgett Heinly
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<artistliveshere@gmail.com>

From: <artistliveshere@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pauline Burak
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mel.melvance.vance@gmail.com>

From: <mel.melvance.vance@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melvin Vance
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rittenhouse@toast.net>

From: <rittenhouse@toast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Don't do this. What are you
doing politically? Think this through. Just because you are in charge, doesn't mean this is a
good idea. You are giving people a cause to haunt you for decades to come. Put your
narcissism on the back burner for once and stop the stupidity. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roger Rittenhouse
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<karenp735@att.net>

From: <karenp735@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We need to do everything
necessary to protect wildlife and habitat. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Karen Peterson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Indiana_colts77@hotmail.com>

From: <Indiana_colts77@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Al-Abdulmunem
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<seamusminnie@hotmail.com>

From: <seamusminnie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christina Babst
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<klvaught@bellsouth.net>

From: <klvaught@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kevin Vaught
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<melissa.elder@hotmail.com>

From: <melissa.elder@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Elder
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kathryn.cross90@gmail.com>

From: <kathryn.cross90@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathryn Cross
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ftuminski57@gmail.com>

From: <ftuminski57@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
trophy hunting It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elizabeth
Tuminski



Conversation Contents
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<meredith.green@charlottecountryday.org>

From: <meredith.green@charlottecountryday.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sport. It appeals to the caveman in us, and we are no longer in that stage of evolution. The
International Wildlife Conservation Council has nothing to do with conservation and everything
to do with the basest nature of a small minority of rich hunters. It is a cowardly practice and
should not be condoned by anyone, not in the USA, and especially not abroad. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Meredith Green
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kellman1@gmail.com>

From: <kellman1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steven G. Kellman
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<steveandgillianbell@gmail.com>

From: <steveandgillianbell@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gillian Bell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Ljpiehl@hotmail.com>

From: <Ljpiehl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jeanne Piehl
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<suhjay118@gmail.com>

From: <suhjay118@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jay Suh
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<saperia@earthlink.net>

From: <saperia@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, David Saperia



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<walterk74@comcast.net>

From: <walterk74@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Walter Kuciej
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<leslijpfost@gmail.com>

From: <leslijpfost@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Leslie Pfost
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hetty48@earthlink.net>

From: <hetty48@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Hetty Kaiserlik
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jswhyman@hotmail.com>

From: <jswhyman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Let's be on the right side of
history on this one. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, John Whyman
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<KAYE.JONES.BENNETT@gmail.com>

From: <KAYE.JONES.BENNETT@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No animal should ever be
hunted as a "trophy". That is killing a living creature just for the sake of killing, and that is sick. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, GLENDA BENNETT
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<bluabirdo@hotmail.com>

From: <bluabirdo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Irena Franchi
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<sharonlorenz78@comcast.net>

From: <sharonlorenz78@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mrs. Sharon Lorenz
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<iambart@q.com>

From: <iambart@q.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are "trophy hunting"
animals into extinction. "If all the beasts were gone, men would die from a great loneliness of
spirit, for whatever happens to the beasts also happens to man. All things are connected.
Whatever befalls the Earth, befalls the sons of the Earth." ~Chief Seattle It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bartley Deason
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<jillalibrandi@gmail.com>

From: <jillalibrandi@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jill Alibrandi



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<missdonley@man.com>

From: <missdonley@man.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Donley
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<rmcdetal@msn.com>

From: <rmcdetal@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I believe that the clear
intent of this "Council" is not to Conserve, but to Exploit. It has been reported over and over and
over again that allowing killing of various species in the supposed belief that by doing so, funds
will be raised to encourage conservation of the rest of the species, simply does not have the
proposed result. On the other hand, "Photo-Safaris" and other programs and opportunities to
OBSERVE endangered species in the wild, actually DOES provide the funding required to
provide protection and conservation of these species. The only thing "Trophy Hunting" actually
provides is the opportunity for extremely wealthy individuals to kill an endangered animal (under
conditions comparable to "shooting fish in a barrel") and hang its head or skin on a wall. It
provides bored men with too much money and too little conscience the chance to pretend to risk
their lives and brag about it while doing no such thing. It is a disgrace, and is totally immoral,
unethical and most importantly, ineffective at improving conservation efforts. Pretending that this
is a conservation project is just that - pretending - and doing so with tax dollars that could be
spent on ACTUAL conservation or a million other things that would benefit Americans, . We are
losing species from this planet at an unbelievable rate. Instead of trying to find ways to increase
the number of disappearing species, it would benefit all of us if you would arrest those who try to
kill endangered animals and enforce a complete ban on importing and/or displaying "trophies"
from endangered creatures. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Robin



McDonald
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<DOSTANALJUSIC@gmail.com>

From: <DOSTANALJUSIC@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, DOSTANA LJUSIC
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jerryhallead@gmail.com>

From: <jerryhallead@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We must stop hunter's
from taking our precious wildlife, as trophy's for their walls, dens and offices. It is despicable and
must be stopped! Thank you! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, GERALD
HALLEAD
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<William.d.glover@gmail.com>

From: <William.d.glover@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Breeding programs are
needed. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, W Glover



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<l.else@comcast.net>

From: <l.else@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Else
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rehendrix@att.net>

From: <rehendrix@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The practice of "trophy"
hunting is disgusting and has no hint of sport about it. Just wealthy people killing beautiful
creatures, usually in a contained area, for no good reason. SHAME!!! It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, R E Hendrix



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cj.green.day@gmail.com>

From: <cj.green.day@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chelsea Johnson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dnarndt@comcast.net>

From: <dnarndt@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not
redeemable in any form. It is killing for the sake of killing and should never be sanctioned by the
U.S. Please understand that these creatures want to (and deserve to) live just as much as you.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diane Arndt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<23butterflies@gmail.com>

From: <23butterflies@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Swing
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<britin4ever@t-online.de>

From: <britin4ever@t-online.de>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Meggi Stürmer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<terrigalvin@gmail.com>

From: <terrigalvin@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is
unconscionable, and has no place in an effective conservation program. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Theresa Galvin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sekrikorian@gmail.com>

From: <sekrikorian@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 11:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Krikorian
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tomcarly@austin.rr.com>

From: <tomcarly@austin.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing defense animals
doesn't make you a big strong man or woman. Those animals have a right to their life. They are
an important part of their habitat. Leave them alone! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carly Steel
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<farley.barry@comcast.net>

From: <farley.barry@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, barry farley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<fionamac7@nets.com>

From: <fionamac7@nets.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Fiona Macdonald
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<Catherinemacan707@gmail.com>

From: <Catherinemacan707@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Catherine Macan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bakowall@hotmail.com>

From: <bakowall@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Ban trophy hunting as it is
senseless!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Betty Kowall
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jamiep07@gmail.com>

From: <jamiep07@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, James Ables
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<abc3dtd@gmail.com>

From: <abc3dtd@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steve Tyler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mealz_on_wealz@hotmail.com>

From: <mealz_on_wealz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amelia Rogers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<samituretsky@gmail.com>

From: <samituretsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Samantha Turetsky
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<grammy11us@msn.com>

From: <grammy11us@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, valerie Winters
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pittle.r.us@gmail.com>

From: <pittle.r.us@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am a mother who wants
to see wildlife protected! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Amy Hansen
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<rebeccagroovypeace@gmail.com>

From: <rebeccagroovypeace@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rebecca Canright

<rebeccagroovypeace@gmail.com>

From: <rebeccagroovypeace@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As a small-farmer who



cares deeply about wildlife, I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International
Wildlife Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its
creation and its purpose. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mark Canright
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<cypressmooninn@mindspring.com>

From: <cypressmooninn@mindspring.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Greg Hamby
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<wrenknee@me.com>

From: <wrenknee@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Rennie
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<palaz@umich.edu>

From: <palaz@umich.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am furious that these
people are trying to equate trophy hunting with conservation. Trophy hunting is murder. To call it
conservation is a lie. The US Fish and Wildlife Service needs to re-set its moral compass. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Benedette Palazzola
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<jeanupblic1@gmail.com>

From: <jeanupblic1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. USING TAX DOLLARS TO
PROMOTE THE HOBBY OF HUNTING IS TRULY COMPLETELY WASTEFUL USE OF TAX
DOLALRS SINCE LESS THAN 4% OF THE AMERICAN PUJBLIC HUNTS. WHY THIS OUT
OF CONTROL SPENDING FOR THIS SMALL GROUP OF PSYCHOS? It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, jean publiee



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<drtim@speakeasy.net>

From: <drtim@speakeasy.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Timothy Schacht
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rebeccanrig@gmail.com>

From: <rebeccanrig@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lois Canright
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<WilkinsonArtEndeavor@gmail.com>

From: <WilkinsonArtEndeavor@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bradley Wilkinson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<stephanie.villasenor@gmail.com>

From: <stephanie.villasenor@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a shockingly
reprehensible idea. Truly disgusting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, stephanie
villasenor
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cole3244@bellsouth.net>

From: <cole3244@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, paul cole
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sfchead@gmail.com>

From: <Sfchead@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Curtis Head
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sherryko@ameritech.net>

From: <sherryko@ameritech.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Koe



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hottdeanne@hotmail.com>

From: <hottdeanne@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deanne O'Donnell



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rutholaf@me.com>

From: <rutholaf@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop Trophy
Hunting. Please encourage kindness and protect wildlife. Worldwide people are becoming more
compassionate and understand the need for conservation! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ruth Olafsdottir
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kathejake@msn.com>

From: <kathejake@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Jacobs
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carlsona829@gmail.com>

From: <carlsona829@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alex Carlson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<janeene52@gmail.com>

From: <janeene52@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janeene Porcher
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sharon.turock@orcinternational.com>

From: <sharon.turock@orcinternational.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Turock
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<klevine24@gmail.com>

From: <klevine24@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is barbaric
and unnecessary. These are animals with feelings, families and lives. They should not be killed,
they should be protected. It is beyond disgusting to me that our government would promote this
shit. Please do not promote this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Katie Levine
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<antigonemydear@gmail.com>

From: <antigonemydear@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Aaeron Robb
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<barbie6226@hotmail.com>

From: <barbie6226@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Sanchez
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<1pinkdog@comcast.net>

From: <1pinkdog@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop killing America's
wildlife! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, BJ Allgoewer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<giselle351@gmail.com>

From: <giselle351@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, janet forman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mocam37@gmail.com>

From: <mocam37@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charlotte Walker
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<butch@wildrockies.org>

From: <butch@wildrockies.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PO Box 203
Hendersonville, NC USA 28793 It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Lawrence Turk
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<newman924@gmail.com>

From: <newman924@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Matt Newman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Madasafish96@gmail.com>

From: <Madasafish96@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I think this politician is in
need of a brain transpslant as is the so called International Wildlife Conservation Council. This
sounds like a bad joke. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Paul Troalic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<annekea1@hotmail.com>

From: <annekea1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anna Brewer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Yvonnelebris7@gmail.com>

From: <Yvonnelebris7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting??? The
world has been fighting this for years!!! Where have you been all these years??? You are
bringing us back 100 years. We want to SAVE these animals that are worth more alive than on
someone's trophy wall. The "great white hunter" time is long gone and you want to bring it back
after all the harm it has done to our planet??? NEVER. Please study the statistics before you
make a decision that is detrimental to our earth. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Yvonne LeBris
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pongallo@gmail.com>

From: <pongallo@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dan Pongallo
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bytinycheese@gmail.com>

From: <bytinycheese@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Zinke: You and I belong to
the same party, BUT I am COMPLETELY OPPOSED TO TROPHY HUNTING!! More like
preplanned butchery! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Bonnie Kelsey
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<whiteowl1@comcast.net>

From: <whiteowl1@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bonnie Faith-Smith
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TROPHY HUNTING

CJ Rolphe <cjrolphe@gmail.com>

From: CJ Rolphe <cjrolphe@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:44:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: TROPHY HUNTING

I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife Conservation
Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and its purpose.
The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that result from US
citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy hunting is neither an
effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. I am astounded that ANY American would
consider such an atrocious idea as promoting Trophy Hunting...you, sir, must use common
sense and see that this is a disgusting waste of the world's natural resources! Please do not
prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I DEMAND the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. CJ ROLPHE Kalispell, Mt. --
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jaenl@andell.com>

From: <jaenl@andell.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jaen Lawrence
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<susan.abrams99@gmail.com>

From: <susan.abrams99@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Abrams
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<judelotz@att.net>

From: <judelotz@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, judith lotz



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jjscott9@gmail.com>

From: <jjscott9@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Scott
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<AhcWinters@outlook.com>

From: <AhcWinters@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop these
huntings. Humans are taking so much space from the animals. Let them live in peace. The
money for murdering these animals can be spent for other things. We have a responsibility to
project wildlife It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Astrid Winters
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<anita.youabian@gmail.com>

From: <anita.youabian@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anita Youabian
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<martha.ann.dalrymple@gmail.com>

From: <martha.ann.dalrymple@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Martha Dalrymple
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<patnod@mac.com>

From: <patnod@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Richard Patenaude
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brendat21@comcast.net>

From: <brendat21@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is sick! It
takes the most healthy and robust members of a species, thereby decreasing the health of the
herd. And it drives many species closer to extinction There is no excuse for it. Aggressive rich
people should find another method of entertaining themselves, one which does not harm wildlife
and biodiversity. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Brenda Troup
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<trashwoman@hotmail.com>

From: <trashwoman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Heather Cross
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<caseydai@cox.net>

From: <caseydai@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Casey Smith
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<laura.baldwin.ak@gmail.com>

From: <laura.baldwin.ak@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Baldwin
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<ptoner@chamberphl.com>

From: <ptoner@chamberphl.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I cannot believe the USA
has resorted to "Trophy Hunting". PLEASE do not go thru with this. We need to stop killing &
torturing innocent animals. Have some compassion & decency. Thank you It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patricia Toner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Adenaji@hotmail.com>

From: <Adenaji@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Adela Naji
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Charlie@envsite.com>

From: <Charlie@envsite.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Charlie Burns
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Maryzogzas@gmail.com>

From: <Maryzogzas@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't encourage
trophy hunting by forming this council. Trophy hunting does nothing for conservation and only
damages wildlife populations. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Mary Zogzas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<s_stanley@cox.net>

From: <s_stanley@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is nothing
more than the murder of a healthy animal for his head. This murder is comitted to satisfy a
human's personal high, much like that received by illegal drugs. Innocent animals are sacrifice
for pleasure, for a decoration in the home,...not for food, not for sport. Often these animals are
cruely caged then murdered. Others in order to save the trophy head they are wounded in their
bodies by an arrow or bullet then left to slowly bleed out and die a tragic death. Some protected
animals are murdered illegally. They are bought and sold on the black market. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sharon Stanley
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joegriffoak@gmail.com>

From: <joegriffoak@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joe Griffo
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sallyj@bluelapislight.org>

From: <sallyj@bluelapislight.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We share this planet with
other animals and species.Honor and respect this. To hunt and kill wildlife for pleasure is
disgusting and shameful. Stop this now It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
sally jacques
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sharynwshubert@embarqmail.com>

From: <sharynwshubert@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharyn Shubert
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<errolsgunn@gmail.com>

From: <errolsgunn@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Errol Gunn
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<steven.j.vogel@earthlink.net>

From: <steven.j.vogel@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. People and Planet over
Party, Politic$, Profit$, and Polluter$. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Steven Vogel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<casaelmilagro@gmail.com>

From: <casaelmilagro@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is the
absolute zenith of destructive narcissism. It places the ego gratification of one self-absorbed
individual above the right of another living creature to its own god-given existence for no
purpose except its own continued self-glorification. That such monsters of selfishness are
allowed to kill animals - often of endangered species - for no other purpose than to feed their
pathology is a shame and blot on the rest of ya who allow it. MAKE TROPHY HUNTING STOP.
NOW. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Hannah Lee
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Cimino <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Patricia Cimino <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Cimino

Alison Armstrong <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alison Armstrong <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alison Armstrong

Lynette Ridder <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynette Ridder <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynette Ridder

Diane Kent <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Diane Kent <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Kent

Victoria Holzendorf <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Victoria Holzendorf <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Victoria Holzendorf

Mandy Weeks-Green <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mandy Weeks-Green <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mandy Weeks-Green

James Heermans <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: James Heermans <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, James Heermans

Dawn Kosec <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dawn Kosec <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dawn Kosec

Kevin Silvey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Kevin Silvey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kevin Silvey

Mary Hughes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Mary Hughes <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Hughes

S Jitreun <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: S Jitreun <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, S Jitreun

Pamela Kjono <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Pamela Kjono <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamela Kjono

Angi Tilley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Angi Tilley <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angi Tilley

Lynn Pascente <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Lynn Pascente <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please don't allow the
killing of animals for this vain pursuit! Thank you! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Pascente

Jessica Rocheleau <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jessica Rocheleau <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jessica Rocheleau

Johnna Shelton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Johnna Shelton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Compassion for animals.
Do not encourage the trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Johnna Shelton

Karen Lyons Kalmenson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Karen Lyons Kalmenson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Karen Lyons Kalmenson

Annie Davidson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Annie Davidson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Annie Davidson

"Dr. Kelly Dunn" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: "Dr. Kelly Dunn" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Protect wildlife! If you
don't, I will NOT vote for your re-election. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Dr.
Kelly Dunn

Torah Wolf <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Torah Wolf <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. What happens when all
the animals are gone??? Nothing left to hunt but humans. That's how sick trophy hunters are.
To kill god's creatures only for personal fulfillment and or gain is to be defiant by God's law and
should be made illegal according to our own laws....which were made to serve and protect all
humans and animals alike. Imagine a world with no animals. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the



largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Torah Wolf

Cindy Massey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cindy Massey <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Most hunters take pride in
honoring the animal packs, being part of the whole hunt. Otherwise they are not true hunters but
those entangled in a "paint-by-numbers" murder of an endagered species. The rules and
regulations are designed for the best outcome of both the Hunter and the species, while trophy
hunting is a real life video game fantasy for rich people who don't know how to respect the sport.
It is beyond disgusting that wanted species are not given the rights they and we deserve! And if
it's for reasons of greed, then realize once we lose to many other species, it existed can't handle
it and we'll be next. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cindy Massey

Beth Laurer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Beth Laurer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy Hunting is cruel
and unnecessary. Taking the life of an animal that is not a danger to man kind is wrong. Each
year thousands of deer are killed in parks in my state (IN) known as culling or thinning out the
herd. That is enough!! They are not a danger to man kind and should not continue to be killed
as trophies. Please end this cruel "sport". It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Beth Laurer

"Kathleen O'Hearn" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: "Kathleen O'Hearn" <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that



entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen O'Hearn

Nancy Oro <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Oro <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Oro

Deborah Wellington <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Wellington <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and



its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Wellington

Murielle Antoku <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Murielle Antoku <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Murielle Antoku



Melissa Rogers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melissa Rogers <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Rogers

Peter Roche <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Peter Roche <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Peter Roche

Stephanie Christoff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stephanie Christoff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals deserve to roam
free of trophy hunting. Trophy hunting is cruel. There is a direct correlation between cruelty
toward animals which manifest into cruelty toward humans. With all of the recent murders and
mass shootings of humans, it is important to provide set a higher bar of compassion. This
compassion should start with banning Trophy Hunting. If you send the right message that we
are a country of "life, liberty, and justice for all," that translates to letting animals roam freely
without cruelty. Yes, I am a member of PETA, People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals. Just
like we don't need killings of humans, we don't need trophy hunting. Do the right thing, leave
these animals to fend for themselves amongst their natural animal predators that don't include
humans. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Stephanie Christoff

Anita Merrigan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Anita Merrigan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anita Merrigan

Nelson Baker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nelson Baker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nelson Baker

sheila sartin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: sheila sartin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sheila sartin

Alexander Dolowitz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alexander Dolowitz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alexander Dolowitz

Elisabet Dale <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elisabet Dale <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elisabet Dale

Debbie Davidson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Debbie Davidson <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debbie Davidson

Ann Khambholja <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Ann Khambholja <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ann Khambholja

Lynn Monroe <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lynn Monroe <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Monroe

robert cobb <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: robert cobb <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, robert cobb

Elsa Petersen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elsa Petersen <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting supports
an outdated style of looking at the world around us. We are not cave people and need to
change our view of what life is acceptable and what isn't. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elsa Petersen

Anne Tucker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Anne Tucker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
this barbarism. It brings out the worst out in humans and leaves the planet in a poorer state. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Anne Tucker

Joe R <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Joe R <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Get a grip. Stop destroying
the environment and nature. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals



killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Joe R

John Ferrari <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: John Ferrari <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, John Ferrari

Shawna Blaker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Shawna Blaker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Shawna Blaker

Charles Muehlhof <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Charles Muehlhof <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is cowardly and
despicable! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Charles
Muehlhof



Anne Oflaherty <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Anne Oflaherty <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Personally, I think that
trophy hunting is atrocious, where has compassion for all living creatures gone? Please
abandon plans to establish this advisory council. Thank you. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anne Oflaherty

heidi ahlstrand <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: heidi ahlstrand <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of



the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, heidi ahlstrand

Nancy Micek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Nancy Micek <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting?? How
civilized is that? The animals don't stand a chance with the rifles in use. We shouldn't
encourage such a lopsided hunt for trophies! Food if we're starving but not to hang a head on a
wall. Seems kind of sick to me. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nancy Micek

Lori Coletti <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Lori Coletti <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council



Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lori Coletti

Faith Nale <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Faith Nale <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is outrageous that the
government is even considering setting up this council. Spend the money on protecting and
improving our infrastructure, and provide jobs, healthcare and other support to the US citizens
who make this country what it is - as the Constitution stated - taxes are to provide for the
general welfare of the citizens - not for the ultra-wealthy and the corporations!! It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as



myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Faith Nale

Milva DeLuca <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Milva DeLuca <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is not conservation at
all...it's killing! Plain and simple, let Mother Nature take care of the circle of life, not pompous
egotistical idiots. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Milva DeLuca

Alison Wasielewski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alison Wasielewski <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or



economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alison Wasielewski

Janille Santa Ana <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Janille Santa Ana <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janille Santa Ana

Jean Jerbert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Jean Jerbert <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jean Jerbert

Sherry Marsh <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sherry Marsh <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. no one needs trophies, if
so hang their own head It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and



facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sherry Marsh

Vickie McClintock <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vickie McClintock <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are not trophies.
They are living, breathing, sentient beings with the right to live as nature intended. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Vickie McClintock

Elena Newton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elena Newton <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is intended to justify and



facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. It
is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Elena Newton

Laura Holliday <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laura Holliday <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Holliday

Louise Slattery <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Louise Slattery <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Louise Slattery

Jeremy Taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jeremy Taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jeremy Taylor

Diane Ricci <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Diane Ricci <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane Ricci

Samantha Steigerwaldt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Samantha Steigerwaldt <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted



but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Samantha Steigerwaldt

Iris Rochkind <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Iris Rochkind <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Iris Rochkind

Nicholas Prychodko <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Nicholas Prychodko <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicholas Prychodko

Rebecca Marshall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rebecca Marshall <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to



bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rebecca Marshall

Deborah Boomhower <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Deborah Boomhower <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Boomhower

Charlene Boydston <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Charlene Boydston <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. STOP this animal
exploitation for profit scheme! Many of the U.S. wildlife have become endangered under the



irresponsible legislation of the Trump administration! This is unacceptable! America doesn't
want or need "trophy" hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Charlene
Boydston

Jane August <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jane August <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jane August



Brendan Dolan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Brendan Dolan <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brendan Dolan

Jan Suche <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jan Suche <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other



threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jan Suche

Elizabeth Brickner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Elizabeth Brickner <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Brickner

Stephen Abarno <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Stephen Abarno <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that



result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stephen Abarno

Alison Fox <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Alison Fox <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote
hunting abroad. It is an unacceptable use of tax payers money. Let's be fiscally conservative
and use our money wisely - not on promoting killing. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alison Fox



Tamara Abashian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Tamara Abashian <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Using the taxpayers'
money to advocate for the slaughter of endangered animals is disgraceful. Trophy hunting is not
conservation, and does nothing to help impoverished economies. This is a terrible idea and I
hope it does not go forward. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tamara
Abashian

Virginia Dwyer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Virginia Dwyer <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a disgrace to our
country. There is so much deception and corruption in our government and I'm aghast at how
this has gotten so out of control. The ESA does not seem to mean anything to the corrupt
individuals who are promoting these barbaric Trophy Hunts. Our laws should be enforced and
these corrupt individuals should get stiff fines and jail time for breaking them. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth



more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Virginia Dwyer

roxanne donohue <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: roxanne donohue <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, roxanne donohue

graciela somma <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: graciela somma <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. COMPASSION -stop
hunting.satanas sons It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, graciela
somma

Dena Maguire You g <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Dena Maguire You g <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not promote
trophy hunting. It is not a good conservation method. It is also inappropriate for many other
reasons. We do not need this new international council. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dena Maguire You g

Cherie Erwin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Cherie Erwin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing animals is barbaric.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Cherie Erwin

Carol Adams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Carol Adams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Adams

sarah taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: sarah taylor <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sarah taylor

cathy elizabeth levin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: cathy elizabeth levin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, cathy elizabeth levin

Jane Goldstein <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jane Goldstein <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No hunting It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually



intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jane Goldstein

Laurie Storm <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laurie Storm <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is one of
the most heinous acts perpetrated upon wildlife by humans. Please stop the killing. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laurie Storm

Jessica Underwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jessica Underwood <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jessica Underwood

Darynne Jessler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Darynne Jessler <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Darynne Jessler

Carol Adams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Carol Adams <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Adams

Leslie Hickcox <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Leslie Hickcox <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This announcement
underscores Secretary Zinke's desire to prioritize the demands of wildlife exploiters above the
desires of the majority of Americans who favor effective conservation policy. Trophy hunting is
not a sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism



activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Leslie Hickcox

Melinda Weisser-Lee <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Melinda Weisser-Lee <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Eco tourism is a far more
humane and sustainable way to showcase wildlife than trophy hunting. Trophy hunting tends to
remove the strongest and largest animals while natural predation takes the weaker and sicker
ones. The ability to see large, strong, beautiful animals is a resource eco tourists can use over
and over. If the animals are dead, this is not possible. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melinda Weisser-Lee

Thomas Gootz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>



From: Thomas Gootz <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting trophy wildlife
brought in from other countries is disgusting. No council should be formed to promote such an
act. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of
either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Thomas Gootz

ken martin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: ken martin <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote



conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ken martin

Beverly Hoff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Beverly Hoff <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not allow more
trophy hunting. Allow the animals to stay so we can see the beauty of them. Thank you. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Beverly Hoff

Barb lestorti <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Barb lestorti <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Such a needless waste of
wildlife!! These men aren't hunters. Just men looking to glorify themselves. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barb lestorti

Vicky Tuorto <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Vicky Tuorto <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Vicky Tuorto



Sharon Baker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Sharon Baker <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sharon Baker

Rea Freedom <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Rea Freedom <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. please stop allowing
trophy hunters to kill for fun. It is wrong. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire



family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rea
Freedom

Darlene Baneky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Darlene Baneky <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please help save our
animals from trophy hunters. They (animals) deserve to be here too. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Darlene Baneky

Anita Rosinola <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Anita Rosinola <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife



Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. There us so much
bloodshed as it is....humans and animals both and it's time we stopped and took a real hard look
at what humans are doing to this world of ours! It's time to bring back humanity, compassion
and empathy for all sentient beings which we all are......killing animals for food to survive is one
thing....killing them just to have their heads hanging on your wall is deplorable....inhumane and
cruel beyond comprehension! Please put an end to trophy hunting in this country and so it
sends a message to other countries getting away with these atrocities. It is pure cruelty.....no
other word for it! Let the golden rule apply to all living creatures...what we would not want done
to ourselves and our families should apply to other living beings as well. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Anita Rosinola

Laura Stewart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Laura Stewart <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Short and sweet - stop the
unnecessary and cruel killing of defenseless animals! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.



No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Stewart

Judith Yenney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Judith Yenney <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a terrible idea!!!
Trophy hunters should get a life!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Judith Yenney

Jann Lutterman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>

From: Jann Lutterman <mailagent@thesoftedge.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy



hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jann Lutterman



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cbgalton@gmail.com>

From: <cbgalton@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christopher Galton



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<david.brunetti@pharma.com>

From: <david.brunetti@pharma.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is simply an attempt
to serve a special interest group that performs the unacceptable practice of taking a "big game"
animal as a trophy which does nothing to promote the natural biodiversity of the respective
regions and is performed in a manner that is directly opposite of the natural selection process,
making the herd, pride, etc. less well-fit as opposed to being more well fit for the overall survival
of the respective species. Such a practice is completely unacceptable and should be
discouraged - outlawed - as opposed to being encouraged. I strongly urge you to terminate such
a plan immediately and focus on what you should be doing - wildlife and habitat conservation
and preservation. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, David Brunetti



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<brenda5155@gmail.com>

From: <brenda5155@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brenda Gutierres



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<candace8027@gmail.com>

From: <candace8027@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Candace Rocha
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nelliemcb@gmail.com>

From: <nelliemcb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nell McBride
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<luvallcreatures@rogers.com>

From: <luvallcreatures@rogers.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunters have caused
enough suffering and pain. There is no humanity in hurting. It is a sadistic culture. Please show
kindness and compassion for a better world for our animals. When they have peace, we shall
have peace with ourselves. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, PAULINE
GALLIE
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<craiman1h@gmail.com>

From: <craiman1h@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop the trophy hunting
before these animals become something you and future generations see only in museums. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Craig Hatsis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Rjmartire@rcn.com>

From: <Rjmartire@rcn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rosa Martire
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<xsecretsx@cableone.net>

From: <xsecretsx@cableone.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, James Mulcare
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<shr@leesmart.com>

From: <shr@leesmart.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. No one needs to abuse
and Jill animals jyst to feel proud of themselves! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
sherry rogers
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<neschuhrke354@cox.net>

From: <neschuhrke354@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. "Trophy" hunting is NOT
hunting! You win trophies for real acomplishments, not for killing animals that are largely
defenseless against the weapons being used. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Nancy Schuhrke
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<edon1003@hotmail.com>

From: <edon1003@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Edon Copparini
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<Morrowsally@comcast.net>

From: <Morrowsally@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sally Morrow
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<tnl@centurylink.net>

From: <tnl@centurylink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Clearly this is a political
favor for disgusting global sociopaths to fulfill their sickness for blood lust and the gruesome
deaths of innocent indefensible beings. REAL MEN DO NOT DO CANNED HUNTING. This is
nothing more then setting up sanctioned playgrounds for sociopaths. The only thing you are
considering to conserve is unmitigated greed and killing for profit, WHO PROFITS???? It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patricia Ranstrom
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<mplante@vetessa.com>

From: <mplante@vetessa.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Melissa Plante
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<lynnet@lagcc.cuny.edu>

From: <lynnet@lagcc.cuny.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynne Teplin
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<Simaverzino@gmail.com>

From: <Simaverzino@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sima Verzino
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<speirce@prodigy.net>

From: <speirce@prodigy.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, susan Peirce
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<twisted_whiskers@hotmail.com>

From: <twisted_whiskers@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gabrielle Gibbons
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<alicejrim@hotmail.com>

From: <alicejrim@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alice Rim
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<mcrane@laphil.org>

From: <mcrane@laphil.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Crane
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<mbfcom@execpc.com>

From: <mbfcom@execpc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is despicable that our
government tries to push for trophy hunting in foreign countries under the guise of "International
Wildlife Conservation." Please stop catering to a tiny group of self-absorbed wealthy hunters
who are desperate to find new ways to impress their friends. Please concern yourself with the
best interests of conservation here and around the world. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Maureen Flietner
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<smcobb@beechmere.com>

From: <smcobb@beechmere.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not establish the
advisory council. Do not encourage hunting. This is not a sport, it's a slaughter. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Sandra Cobb
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jmclella@msn.com>

From: <jmclella@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jeanne mclelland
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<luvk9s@comcast.net>

From: <luvk9s@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Say NO to the new
planned council!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathleen
Betters
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<patriciaccdce1@att.net>

From: <patriciaccdce1@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Cachopo
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<csi_nelleke@hotmail.com>

From: <csi_nelleke@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, N.C. Talen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Tshurt330@icloud.com>

From: <Tshurt330@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting has
nothing to do with food and everything to Do with deplorable people wanting to hang an animal
part on their walls. This is not sport. These animals should be protected not killed. Shameful It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Tina Shurtleff
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ccollins54@msn.com>

From: <ccollins54@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Collins
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rrk@iglou.com>

From: <rrk@iglou.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ronald Kestler
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Acsjulie@hotmail.com>

From: <Acsjulie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Acs-Ray
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rallyntucker@gmail.com>

From: <rallyntucker@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, rallyn tucker
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<val.wolf1@gmail.com>

From: <val.wolf1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, val wolf
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<Rosalie.Panioto@gmail.com>

From: <Rosalie.Panioto@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. this is wholly unamerican
and unsupported by all majority citizen bodies. children should not be raised to think this is
acceptable. it's an unbelievable amount of cruelty to our beautiful wildlife population. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rosalie Panioto
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<nelliesnest@suddenlink.net>

From: <nelliesnest@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. killing animals for sport of
any kind is sick and inhumane and destructive to the soul It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynell Withers
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<brian@bostonhypnosis.com>

From: <brian@bostonhypnosis.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brian Mahoney
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<kokos23@hotmail.com>

From: <kokos23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing animals is not a
sport nor should be promoted like one. To promote the deaths of animals that have as much
right as any of us to be here is wrong. Hunting for food is one thing but trophy hunting is an
injustice to all living creatures hunting for prize. It is not done out of necessity is a needless want
that needs to be stopped! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jason
Kosolofski
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<Rjmartire@rcn.com>

From: <Rjmartire@rcn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rosa Martire
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nkf@fkassociates.net>

From: <nkf@fkassociates.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Why do humans need to
trophy hunt when animals are reducing in numbers everyday. We as humans can no longer
abuse the environment for our pleasure. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Nancy Kassim Farran
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lynn@tobywells.org>

From: <lynn@tobywells.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am a conservative
woman. I believe in preserving our second amendment rights, however I vehemently oppose
trophy hunting. I feel it is sickening that humans choose to display their death trophies and it
speaks volumes about the state of our nation today. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lynn Wells
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<paulaym@earthlink.net>

From: <paulaym@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. People don't bother to
think before acting. People have blinders on and feel it is only them out there trophy hunting.
They don't think about the offspring suffering at a parents death just as their own children would
suffer. People only think about the dead heads hanging on their walls, or stuffed dead animals
to sit on in their living rooms. Decent people do disgusting things, and take thoughtless actions
which effect others. Ignorance is no excuse. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Paula Morgan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sarah.hafer@gmail.com>

From: <sarah.hafer@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Hafer
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Mhecox52@gmail.com>

From: <Mhecox52@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Hecox
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<erin.r.gruber@gmail.com>

From: <erin.r.gruber@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting should be for the
purposes of feeding yourself, not for the purposes of entertainment. It's cruel and inhumane. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Erin Gruber
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<seastin1812@gmail.com>

From: <seastin1812@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Eastin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<deborah.a.lipman@gmail.com>

From: <deborah.a.lipman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Lipman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Joellenheaney@gmail.com>

From: <Joellenheaney@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joellen Heaney
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<perilstein.cindy@gene.com>

From: <perilstein.cindy@gene.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cindy Perilstein
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wildagin@earthlink.net>

From: <wildagin@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a barbaric practice
with total disregard for these animals and their lives...centered around an ego. Please stop this
trophy hunting!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, DOUGLASS
SWANSON
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<Dwadstrup@gmail.com>

From: <Dwadstrup@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, David Wadstrup
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<lauralynn7@gmail.com>

From: <lauralynn7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Seeing wildlife in the wild
is a sacred experience. Seeing the dead heads of deer and the skins of wolves and bears on
my grandfather's walls was horrifying. I will never understand the desire to turn someone
beautiful into something dead and ugly. I thought we had decided as a society that killing for fun
is sadistic and sociopathic. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laura Long
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<wakeupandsmellthedog@hotmail.com>

From: <wakeupandsmellthedog@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Robin Pappas
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<dorispotter99@gmail.com>

From: <dorispotter99@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Doris Potter
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<angelica.whitefeather9@gmail.com>

From: <angelica.whitefeather9@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angelica Whitefeather
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<Woodprins@att.net>

From: <Woodprins@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting for trophies is
cruel and harmful in many ways. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Alma Prins
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<fungsta@hotmail.com>

From: <fungsta@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Howard Margolis
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<hadleys1@hotmail.com>

From: <hadleys1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:26:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jamie Shultz
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<nicoledelta@hotmail.com>

From: <nicoledelta@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nicole Morgan
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<hpixel@peoplepc.com>

From: <hpixel@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. WE DO NOT NEED
MORE "ADVISORY" COUNCILS- IN ANY AMERICAN AGENCY. AMERICANS HAVE BEEN
STRONG IN THEIR SUPPORT OF WILDLIFE (EXCEPT FOR HUNTERS, OF COURSE) AND
WE EXPECT YOU TO STAY STRONG IN OPPOSING TROPHY HUNTING AND SHIPPING
OF VICTIM PARTS TO THE U.S. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Barbara
Hegedus
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<n.rogereau@gmail.com>

From: <n.rogereau@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rogereau Nellyna
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<Jlkdusty@gmail.com>

From: <Jlkdusty@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jamie K
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<alexlewis44@gmail.com>

From: <alexlewis44@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alex Lewis
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<woonsie@juno.com>

From: <woonsie@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Suzanne Fournier
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<cdpark0498@gmail.com>

From: <cdpark0498@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Park
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<mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu>

From: <mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, M. Cecilia Correia
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<nancyapierce@q.com>

From: <nancyapierce@q.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is hunting
for the pleasure of killing a majestic animal. Animals usually suffer needlessly and often times
family units are destroyed. Trophy Hunting is not hunting in the sense of using the game for
meat or survival, it is just killing. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nancy Pierce
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pam@mlssurf.com>

From: <pam@mlssurf.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is SPORT???? wow,
sick world people when killing incredible animals for what? A picture....horrible treatment of
animals cruel...pain....sickening.....shooting fish in a barrel this is about what it is....karma is a
bitch just wait and see.... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Pam Moore
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<discoveryanimal@shaw.ca>

From: <discoveryanimal@shaw.ca>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marilyn Kennedy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<msarsfield8@gmail.com>

From: <msarsfield8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, mary sarsfield
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lauriemckeon@me.com>

From: <lauriemckeon@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The encouragement of
killing innocent wild animals to feed the ego of hunters is obscene and immoral. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Laurie McKeon



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cafw@yandex.com>

From: <cafw@yandex.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Celeste Watt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jenn@crwww.com>

From: <jenn@crwww.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Oppenheim
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<opalmm@att.net>

From: <opalmm@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals belong in the wild,
not as a trophy hanging on the wall! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Melody Martin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<franny.me@hotmail.com>

From: <franny.me@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Frances Bell



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<viega113@bell.net>

From: <viega113@bell.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not permit any
trophy hunting. It's appalling that some vile coward can just go kill a beautiful animal for a thrill.
It's a disgrace. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, natasha
salgado
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<caseyg82@hotmail.com>

From: <caseyg82@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, L. Godbey
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<Joncile40@comcast.net>

From: <Joncile40@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joncile Martin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<leinbaug@ohio.edu>

From: <leinbaug@ohio.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tracy Leinbaugh
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<leotien@gmail.com>

From: <leotien@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Most of our animal species
are on the brink of extinction. I urge to stop supporting the trophy hunting It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leotien Parlevliet
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<Kathrynpowers1@gmail.com>

From: <Kathrynpowers1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The ultimate in cowardice.
It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kathryn Powers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cattleya@comcast.net>

From: <cattleya@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, margaret silver
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<Margoinsd@hotmail.com>

From: <Margoinsd@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Margo Flores
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<twny522@hotmail.com>

From: <twny522@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tawnya Zemka
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<Eahazen@hotmail.com>

From: <Eahazen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this insane "sport"!
The majority of US citizens do NOT support trophy hunting! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erika Hazen
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<bonna@jamadots.com>

From: <bonna@jamadots.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I urge you to cancel plans
to establish a trophy hunting advisory council. Thank-you. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bonna Mettie
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<lamauricio@hotmail.com>

From: <lamauricio@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Mauricio
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<waller573@bellsouth.net>

From: <waller573@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Emory Waller
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<ken.marotte@gmail.com>

From: <ken.marotte@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kenneth Marotte III
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<action@goairtight.com>

From: <action@goairtight.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Don Dudan
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<gittwolf@gmail.com>

From: <gittwolf@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mera Wolf
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<cknop@catocorp.com>

From: <cknop@catocorp.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. there are other ways to
fulfill the thrill of trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Charlene Knop
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<cindykhalsa@gmail.com>

From: <cindykhalsa@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cindy Khalsa
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<pipesbi@gmail.com>

From: <pipesbi@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bill Pipes
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<landrovergear@mac.com>

From: <landrovergear@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dr. Bruce Ramsey
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<jnovotny@comcast.net>

From: <jnovotny@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jan Novotny
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<tlknkr@gmail.com>

From: <tlknkr@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is wasteful,
shortsighted, and unnecessary. I cannot understand why someone gets joy out of mounting an
animal's head on their wall. There is no logic to it and the wild world on our planet is dying off so
quickly. I've heard so many arguments about how hunters help wildlife management, etc. and
it's a crock. It's time humanity learned that we are not the end all to everything. If we don't take
care of our planet and ALL its inhabitants we all die. There is no plan B. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susanna Askins
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lbkflorida@gmail.com>

From: <lbkflorida@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lori Beth Kidd
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<srlarson@comcast.net>

From: <srlarson@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stacey Larson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<v.n.crawford@gmail.com>

From: <v.n.crawford@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is an ego
driven abomination. Please put a stop to it. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Valerie Crawford
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Angie_vega73@hotmail.com>

From: <Angie_vega73@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Angie Vega
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mateo_h4@hotmail.com>

From: <mateo_h4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I understand the lobbying
power of the Sierra Club and others, but this administration is supposed to be about doing what
is right rather than being persuaded by the swamp. So please see through the deception that
killing creatures is a conservation effort, and do not support the brutality and inhumanity of
trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Matthew
Hagele
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<patriciaperron@hotmail.com>

From: <patriciaperron@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, p perro
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<animalsrule49@outlook.com>

From: <animalsrule49@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Killing animals for trophies
is inhumane. We need to help these animals thrive in their environment without the threat of
humans. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, ROBIN HINTON
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<royalune@verizon.net>

From: <royalune@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I am truly sickened by this
absurd and false argument that killing majestic animals ~ some of them on a brink of extinction
is for conservation. Where is our humanity? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Roya Massih
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<anne.haflich@gmail.com>

From: <anne.haflich@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anne Haflich
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<susanbelle@hotmail.com>

From: <susanbelle@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE HELP! It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Bellevue
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<miodrag.milenkovic@gmail.com>

From: <miodrag.milenkovic@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting should be
illegal because it severely damages the wildlife population, and it's morally disgusting too. It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Miodrag Milenkovic
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lindaashman@gmail.com>

From: <lindaashman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linda Ashman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Krista.taylor@comcast.net>

From: <Krista.taylor@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Krista Taylor
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<noelmacleod811@hotmail.com>

From: <noelmacleod811@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Noel MacLeod
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<erinmthomps@gmail.com>

From: <erinmthomps@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erin Thompson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hhdimmitt@gmail.com>

From: <hhdimmitt@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Helen Dimmitt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<MillerK@missouri.edu>

From: <MillerK@missouri.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kerby Miller
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lynneo2@comcast.net>

From: <lynneo2@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is disgraceful. We are
not fooled by who wants this. Especially now, when animals everywhere are threatened with
extinction---PLEASE RECONSIDER. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Lynne Olivier
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rockthomas@hughes.net>

From: <rockthomas@hughes.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Bob Thomas
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rocknrollw@hotmail.com>

From: <rocknrollw@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, sarah zechmann
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rosit002@gmail.com>

From: <rosit002@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It takes real skill to capture
a photo of an animal. I've done both. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, DOUGLAS
ROSITZKE
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<patriciaperron@hotmail.com>

From: <patriciaperron@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, p perro
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<juleshansson@hotmail.com>

From: <juleshansson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please help protect these
beautiful animals from senseless hunting, often done by those who are not experienced and end
up resulting in inhumane, tortuous kills. Thank you, Julie It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, julie tuchschmidt
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<scholar77.rhonda@gmail.com>

From: <scholar77.rhonda@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop encouraging the
murders of our animals! The world is tired of it It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Rhonda Hogan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<beralmu@hotmail.com>

From: <beralmu@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, bernardo alayza mujica
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jshop211@gmail.com>

From: <jshop211@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jane Luu
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Juliannayi28@gmail.com>

From: <Juliannayi28@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julianna Yi
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marjorie.wilner@gmail.com>

From: <marjorie.wilner@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This ranks among the
more grotesque government initiatives, and egregious uses of tax dollars. It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marjorie Wilner
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<cj49@earthlink.net>

From: <cj49@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'm totally against
international trophey hunters shipping body parts around. I am totally for environmentally sound
conservation of wild animals, especially wild horses. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Connie Nelson
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<gilsons61408@gmail.com>

From: <gilsons61408@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Julie Gilson
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<discubs697@hotmail.com>

From: <discubs697@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michael Rynes
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<mllazenby@gmail.com>

From: <mllazenby@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Morgan Lazenby
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<majube@pt.lu>

From: <majube@pt.lu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Marie-Ange Berchem



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<orcawolf@cablespeed.com>

From: <orcawolf@cablespeed.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joyce Robinson



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sckh@comcast.net>

From: <sckh@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. After having traveled to
Africa on a photographic safari, I urge you to reconsider and not promote trophy hunting abroad,
or in the U.S. Trophy hunting does nothing to help sustain these animals and the local
governments who would otherwise benefit from the repeated tourist trade promoting
photography instead. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting
as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Su Horty
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<linettegg@gmail.com>

From: <linettegg@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Linette George
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<Herblow007@verizon.net>

From: <Herblow007@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Herb Lowrance
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<c.chaffin@frontiernet.net>

From: <c.chaffin@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carrie Chaffin
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<maleitch@live.com>

From: <maleitch@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Ann Leitch
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<tanina@thelindens.org>

From: <tanina@thelindens.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tanina Linden
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<lkoehl@snet.net>

From: <lkoehl@snet.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Koehl
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<jeanfee@comcast.net>

From: <jeanfee@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I believe that international
trophy hunting is not something that our Fish & Wildlife Service should be promoting. Besides
being abhorrent to me, it is counter-productive to conservation efforts. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jean Fee
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<dgmarc2@gmail.com>

From: <dgmarc2@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Douglas Marchel



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<outdoorsgreat@live.com>

From: <outdoorsgreat@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting needs to
become a thing of the past. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shirley
Cotrotsos
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<judy@ed-n-judy.com>

From: <judy@ed-n-judy.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Judy Bensinger
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<elfind@verizon.net>

From: <elfind@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, David Elfin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jillsue@bellsouth.net>

From: <jillsue@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sport. It serves absolutely no good purpose, other than to boost the ego of small wealth men.
Please make it illegal. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, jill lane
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<KevinWMcAl@hotmail.com>

From: <KevinWMcAl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I'll tell you how I feel about
Ryan Zinke's attack on wildlife and prioritizing trophy hunting: OUTRAGE! That's right, I'm
outraged by this. Ryan Zinke can't put wildlife in jeopardy, sacrifice them to some trophy
hunters, and ignore the public's opposition to trophy hunting! He CAN'T do any of that! He is
unfit to be Secretary of the Interior! He should be impeached and fired! Wildlife deserve better
and need to be protected, at all cost! #StopRyanZinke, #ImpeachZinke, #StopTrophyHunting,
and #SaveWildlife It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kevin W.
McAlister
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<ritash1950@gmail.com>

From: <ritash1950@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is an important issue
to me, my friends and family. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rita R. Shaffer
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<pies3@hotmail.com>

From: <pies3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Honestly, you people are a
plague. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous
to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the



USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
jennifer pies
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<siroisab@gmail.com>

From: <siroisab@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We have only one planet,
and its state of well being is being challenged in too many many ways, we need to put stop all
the irresponsible behavior, and trophy hunters must be stopped immediately. The people don't
want this. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Anne-Brigitte
Sirois
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<alanna.cleland@gmail.com>

From: <alanna.cleland@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Alanna Dragomanovich
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<will110@hotmail.com>

From: <will110@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are losing too many
species to extinction now. We do not need to lose anymore. We must use every conservation
method at our disposal. Discouraging, or even banning, trophy hunts is a good first step.
Keeping the ESA and not allowing "Trophy Hunting" will go a long way in ensuring species
continue to exist for many years. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Larry McDaniel
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<igailroberts@gmail.com>

From: <igailroberts@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. People who get their kicks
from killing beautiful, innocent animals are really, really sick. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gail Roberts
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<sandy.loney@charter.net>

From: <sandy.loney@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals on our planet are
already facing loss of habitat, increased human population, and climate change. We need our
endangered species act kept in place and we DO NOT NEED TO BE ENCOURAGING
TROPHY HUNTING! Beyond belief...... It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sandy Loney
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<mark.h.sandstrom@gmail.com>

From: <mark.h.sandstrom@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Sandstrom
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<harmijntjebos@ziggo.nl>

From: <harmijntjebos@ziggo.nl>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Help the animals, It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Harmijntje Bos
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sheila_desmond@att.net>

From: <sheila_desmond@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. I understand those who
hunt for food do so to eat, and have known many who do so. Hunting for a trophy is wasteful.
These people aren't proving anything except that they want to murder a live animal for "fun".
Then they take the head, ear, tail, or whatever, and leave the rest to rot or be scavenged, most
of which couldn't be eaten by humans anyway. We need to protect our wildlife, allow nature to
work it's magic, and only "shoot" pictures. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Sheila Desmond
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nancy.gregory@live.com>

From: <nancy.gregory@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Nancy Gregory
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<matrosper@gmail.com>

From: <matrosper@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, michelle trosper
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<npauthor@earthlink.net>

From: <npauthor@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, ron landskroner
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ydmawj@mac.com>

From: <ydmawj@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Spera
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sholman@cogeco.ca>

From: <sholman@cogeco.ca>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. We are in an era that has
seen the most drastic decline in wildlife populations in recorded history. We CANNOT afford to
let individual hunters indulge in the unnecessary killing of this precious wildlife for specious
reasons. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Shirley Holman



Conversation Contents
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<klozon@fastmail.com>

From: <klozon@fastmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kristina Lozon
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<valerie@mckenziefineart.com>

From: <valerie@mckenziefineart.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Valerie McKenzie
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<hortnfrm@fronntiernet.net>

From: <hortnfrm@fronntiernet.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Patricia Podlesak
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<cindy_jacop@kindermorgan.com>

From: <cindy_jacop@kindermorgan.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cindy Jacop
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<eerochler@gmail.com>

From: <eerochler@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please think on this with
great care. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Emily Rochler
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<jenmarst@gmail.com>

From: <jenmarst@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Steiner
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<susanrgoldstein@gmail.com>

From: <susanrgoldstein@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Goldstein



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<texeeb@gmail.com>

From: <texeeb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Erin Borozny



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lenekayser@icloud.com>

From: <Lenekayser@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop this. It is a terrible
Way to treat animals. A disgusting hobby. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Lene Kayser
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kellman1@gmail.com>

From: <kellman1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Steven G. Kellman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<radiogary@hotmail.com>

From: <radiogary@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Gary Campbell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wmdugmore@bigpond.com>

From: <wmdugmore@bigpond.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wendy Dugmore
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<maryl115@hotmail.com>

From: <maryl115@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Dellenbusch
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<eileenmacmillan@comcast.net>

From: <eileenmacmillan@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eileen Macmillan
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Lopezjohn639@gmail.com>

From: <Lopezjohn639@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, John Lopez
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<lcthegr8@rochester.rr.com>

From: <lcthegr8@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, lorraine cecere
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<sharhea@gulftel.com>

From: <sharhea@gulftel.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joan Freda
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<menucha65@verizon.net>

From: <menucha65@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Is this what your mother
taught you to do to animals? It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Millicent Sims
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<Susanna.Sikorski@t-online.de>

From: <Susanna.Sikorski@t-online.de>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susanna Sikorski
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<elizmcmahon@gmail.com>

From: <elizmcmahon@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, elizabeth mcmahon



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mgmolloy@gmail.com>

From: <mgmolloy@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mark Molloy
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<cfitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com>

From: <cfitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Cynthia Fitzpatrick
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Sduharriet@outlook.com>

From: <Sduharriet@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Sarah Uharriet
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gklipfel@msn.com>

From: <gklipfel@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, George F. Klipfel II, CLS
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<andrew.lasken@gmail.com>

From: <andrew.lasken@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrew Lasken
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<BretaNet00@hotmail.com>

From: <BretaNet00@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Hunting is cowardly and
worse - far more immoral than mere false bravado! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, M. W.
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<janet29018@gmail.com>

From: <janet29018@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, janet maker
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jenny.duffy55@gmail.com>

From: <jenny.duffy55@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. "The greatness of a nation
and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are treated." It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Jennifer Duffy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<debijackson@theheartawakened.com>

From: <debijackson@theheartawakened.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Debi Jackson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dbrodd@lps.org>

From: <dbrodd@lps.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is a sick and archaic
practice. For an animal to lose its life so it can hang on someone's wall is an insult to the
evolved nation we have become. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Diane Brodd
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bronson.jonette@gmail.com>

From: <bronson.jonette@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is for sick,
weak, pathetic boys trying to act like real "men" but who have no compassion for sentient
beings. Shoot them and hang them on a wall. This is horrific. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jonette bronson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<fox@bottomlinesavings.com>

From: <fox@bottomlinesavings.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joshua Fox
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<bparrish76@gmail.com>

From: <bparrish76@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As a very concerned
citizen, I deeply object to trophy hunting. It is cruel, barbaric, and not a practice of a civilized
society. Killing for pleasure is wrong on every level! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Roberta Parrish
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jwebert@hotmail.com>

From: <jwebert@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jennifer Webert
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<aliaakag@gmail.com>

From: <aliaakag@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The United States
Government should NOT be encouraging trophy hunting, especially underneath the umbrella of
conservation. It's, in my opinion, unethical. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Aliaa Abdel-Gawad
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mcact8@gmail.com>

From: <mcact8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Thompson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<elizmcmahon@gmail.com>

From: <elizmcmahon@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please outlaw trophy
hunting and canned hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, elizabeth
mcmahon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<carol@carolsavary.com>

From: <carol@carolsavary.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carol Savary
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ericwgeier@gmail.com>

From: <ericwgeier@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Eric Geier
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<DLSUTLIFF13@frontier.com>

From: <DLSUTLIFF13@frontier.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, LESLIE SUTLIFF
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<shoesbabe@att.net>

From: <shoesbabe@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Animals are facing
extinction please do not encourage trophy hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathleen Collins
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cikiro@hotmail.it>

From: <cikiro@hotmail.it>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Chiara Costantino
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ptitloup212@hotmail.fr>

From: <ptitloup212@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, marilou jung
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<LZCHIN@hotmail.com>

From: <LZCHIN@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Laura Chin
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<annie.white@hotmail.com>

From: <annie.white@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Mr. Zinke does not seem
to be promoting conservation of our wildlife at all. It seems he's selling off everything when we
need to be preserving our wildlife. Please do not encourage trophy hunting. Thank you. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Ann White



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jtshaia@gmail.com>

From: <jtshaia@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is disgusting. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Gerald Shaia
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<tylerfocht16@gmail.com>

From: <tylerfocht16@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tyler Focht
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<keaven77@gmail.com>

From: <keaven77@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Keaven Van Lom
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<kathy@reidcm.com>

From: <kathy@reidcm.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kathy Reid
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<dsink@clofinedairy.com>

From: <dsink@clofinedairy.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dawn Sink
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<darcyhoyes@gmail.com>

From: <darcyhoyes@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please do not encourage
this behavior. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Darcy Hoyes
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<joie.miriam@gmail.com>

From: <joie.miriam@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PLEASE PLEASE stop
this barbaric practice! It is inhumane and horrific. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Joie Delugach
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mholomy@hotmail.com>

From: <mholomy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Mary Holomy
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lovablek9s@hotmail.com>

From: <lovablek9s@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please put a ban on trophy
hunting. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool
of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic
species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall,
trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, nancy peterson
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mr_james_L_wolcott@live.com>

From: <mr_james_L_wolcott@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, James Wolcott
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<trailsniffer@gmail.com>

From: <trailsniffer@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please discourage trophy
hunting. We live at a precarious time for our planet and the wildlife that enriches our experience
as humans. I am fervently opposed to trophy hunting and believe it should be prohibited. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, chantal gourlay
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cquinnan@neo.rr.com>

From: <cquinnan@neo.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, CONNIE QUINNAN
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<acarter2985@gmail.com>

From: <acarter2985@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Ashley Carter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<alpha_b@bellsouth.net>

From: <alpha_b@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Elaine Eudy



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<marian.cruz2903@gmail.com>

From: <marian.cruz2903@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Stop killing these majestic
animals, now! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Marian Cruz
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pattiharter@q.com>

From: <pattiharter@q.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. The fact that there is "joy"
in killing animals for trophies is sick. It's unnecessary and cruel and shows incredible inhumanity
and disregard for other living beings and does nothing to improve the diminishing species on
this planet. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US
tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Patti Harter
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<ljfues@hotmail.com>

From: <ljfues@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lisa Fues
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dmcjunkin@papersystems.com>

From: <dmcjunkin@papersystems.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Diane McJunkin
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<lylecaroleklumb@centurytel.net>

From: <lylecaroleklumb@centurytel.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carole Klumb



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lajfun@accidentalcomic.com>

From: <lajfun@accidentalcomic.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. As more and more species
face extinction due to the rampant greed and stupidity of humans, this is outrageous. It is not
only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Leigh Anne Jasheway
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<ccaballero095@gmail.com>

From: <ccaballero095@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Carolina Caballero
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<gliemdm@msn.com>

From: <gliemdm@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deke Gliem
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<cardosi65@hotmail.com>

From: <cardosi65@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting
encourages killing of endangered species It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
GLENN andersen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<seamusminnie@gmail.com>

From: <seamusminnie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christa Neuber
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nduong1@irf.com>

From: <nduong1@irf.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is barbaric. We need to
protect precious wildlife, NOT vile hunters or greedy ranchers! It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dr. Nick Duon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mensch57@cox.net>

From: <mensch57@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jake Elfenbein



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<weareallone@verizon.net>

From: <weareallone@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Wildlife, the environment,
the land, air and water need to be PROTECTED AND RESPECTED. The era of death and
abuse is OVER! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a
US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, valerie gilbert
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<amyeoltman@gmail.com>

From: <amyeoltman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Amy Zimmerman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<nickie.duong@infineon.com>

From: <nickie.duong@infineon.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. PROTECT WILDLIFE! It is
not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either
wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is
worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy
hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in
comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused"
rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild
populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the
leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for
the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are
already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy
hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory
council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the
demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However,
most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via
nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters
above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and
the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Nic Duon
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dafish@atmc.net>

From: <dafish@atmc.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Doug Fishburn
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<katedoughertypr@gmail.com>

From: <katedoughertypr@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Only egomaniacs, and tiny
dicks think trophy hunting is ethical.am appalled at the pure lack of integrity on the part of my
government taking this position. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote
trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Kate
Dougherty
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pantachouxenos@gmail.com>

From: <pantachouxenos@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, fulvio cessari
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<pamylle1@gmail.com>

From: <pamylle1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Pamylle Greinke
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dsilverla@me.com>

From: <dsilverla@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dan Silver
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mckee@sullcrom.com>

From: <mckee@sullcrom.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is murder. Please do
all that is within your power to stop it. Thank you It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Janet McKee
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<miss_bmw2007@hotmail.com>

From: <miss_bmw2007@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Line Ringgaard
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<vpeters1@udayton.edu>

From: <vpeters1@udayton.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. WHAT IS WRONG WITH
YOU PEOPLE, THESE ANIMALS NEED PROTECTION NOT TO BE HUNTED BY GREEDY
HUNTERS!!!!!!!!!!!!!! DID YOU NOT SEE THE UPROAR IN THE US WHEN THE DENTIST
KILLED CECIL. WHAT MORE DO YOU NEED TO STOP THIS NOT PROMOTE IT. PLEASE
LISTEN TO THE AMERICAN PEOPLE AND STOP TROPHY HUNTING DON'T ENCOURAGE
IT!!!!!!!!!!!!!! OUR CHILDREN DESERVE BETTER THAN THIS IF YOU KEEP THIS UP THERE
WILL BE NO MORE WILDLIFE!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to
promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development.
An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by
Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of
tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism
activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting
hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest,
strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the
elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire
family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats,
and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one
is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is
intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the
head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international
wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this
small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best
interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the
USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely,
Vicki Peters
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<newmml01@gmail.com>

From: <newmml01@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 10:01:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Michelle Newmark
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<laceyhicks@hotmail.com>

From: <laceyhicks@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Lacey Hicks
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kelly.garbato@gmail.com>

From: <kelly.garbato@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kelly Garbato
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<hooppole@gmail.com>

From: <hooppole@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Jodi Rodar
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<therachelswoof@gmail.com>

From: <therachelswoof@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Rachel Wolf
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<rhonda@superterrific.org>

From: <rhonda@superterrific.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Trophy hunting is not a
sustainable or ethical form of preserving biodiversity. Besides the fact that trophy hunting
demeans the inherent worth of the animals, typically very little of the hunters' money goes to
local communities and charismatic wildlife is worth more alive as a tourist attraction.
Furthermore, picking off the strongest members of a population--often the trophy hunters'
targets--can have devastating ripple effects. People who find KILLING enjoyable need
psychological help and are a menace to society. It is not only shortsighted but also
disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic
development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An
analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2
percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, rhonda lieberman
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<BRogers1000@hotmail.com>

From: <BRogers1000@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Barbara Rogers
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<jessica@binkagirl.com>

From: <jessica@binkagirl.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, jess o doski



Conversation Contents
In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<Kekekatz5@gmail.com>

From: <Kekekatz5@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Stephanie Grinmanis
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<andrea_barlow@gmail.com>

From: <andrea_barlow@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Andrea Barlow
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<annenb@alumni.iwu.edu>

From: <annenb@alumni.iwu.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anne Barker
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<dougkrause@mts.net>

From: <dougkrause@mts.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, doug krause
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<rorifay27@gmail.com>

From: <rorifay27@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Dear Sir/Madams: Please
stop all trophy hunting... all it is is PURE murder. Man pushes to cull every herd only because
we have culled another too far, yet we do not cull our own and are mentally out of control. If we
allowed nature to take care of nature, there would be the balance necessary in all life. In the
meantime, please stop the murder of all these precious animals. Thank you,Rori It is not only
shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife
conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth
more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting
accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison,
allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than
killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game
hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride
or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group,
and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely
depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year
exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually
intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US
citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as
myself, want to see international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do
not prioritize the desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-
loving Americans and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable
nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Rori Fay
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<sue.swiss@gmail.com>

From: <sue.swiss@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Susan Swiss
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<dianamite920@gmail.com>

From: <dianamite920@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, D. Rowe
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<FOSTER-MIKE@hotmail.com>

From: <FOSTER-MIKE@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, MICHAEL FOSTER
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<anne.annieb@gmail.com>

From: <anne.annieb@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Anne Gatica
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kirstind@gmail.com>

From: <kirstind@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kirstin Downie
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kristen_allbritton@hotmail.com>

From: <kristen_allbritton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Kristen Allbritton
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<kiliki70@gmail.com>

From: <kiliki70@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christina Chappell
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wcohen@mac.com>

From: <wcohen@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. This is wrong & needs to
stop thank you?!!! It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as
a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal belonging to a
charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found
that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa.
Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species.
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Wendi Cohen
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<trabrown1@verizon.net>

From: <trabrown1@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Tracy Brown
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<billadeb@netzero.net>

From: <billadeb@netzero.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Deborah Beck
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<mekrisd@hotmail.com>

From: <mekrisd@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Dr Kristi Dunn
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<wdasteel@me.com>

From: <wdasteel@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Wende Dasteel
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<crcomstock@msn.com>

From: <crcomstock@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 10 2017 09:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Christian Comstock
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<brittanyehorton@gmail.com>

From: <brittanyehorton@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 09 2017 15:16:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: In Opposition to the Formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. It is not only shortsighted
but also disingenuous to promote trophy hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or
economic development. An animal belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than
dead. An analysis by Economists at Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less
than 2 percent of tourism revenues in Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable,
lucrative tourism activity in which the animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore,
trophy hunting hurts the structure and viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the
largest, strongest animals as ideal trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of
the elephant herd can result in enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that
entire family unit at risk. Many of these populations are already severely depleted due to other
threats, and the 100,000+ animals killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem.
No one is fooled by the claim that this advisory council is actually intended to promote
conservation. It is intended to justify and facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to
bring home the head of a rare species. However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see
international wildlife valued and protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the
desires of this small group of trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans
and the best interests of conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I
urge the USFWS to dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
Sincerely, Brittany Horton
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"palermos@optonline.net" <palermos@optonline.net>

From: "palermos@optonline.net" <palermos@optonline.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:58:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Palermo palermos@optonline.net US
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"angel639@comcast.net" <angel639@comcast.net>

From: "angel639@comcast.net" <angel639@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:54:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Victoria Crawford angel639@comcast.net US
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"kellybrian67@gmail.com" <kellybrian67@gmail.com>

From: "kellybrian67@gmail.com" <kellybrian67@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:52:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Kelly kellybrian67@gmail.com US
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"kulugaam01@mail.buffalostate.edu" <kulugaam01@mail.buffalostate.edu>

From: "kulugaam01@mail.buffalostate.edu"
<kulugaam01@mail.buffalostate.edu>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:32:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mishani Kulugammana
kulugaam01@mail.buffalostate.edu US
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"pgibberman@gmail.com" <pgibberman@gmail.com>

From: "pgibberman@gmail.com" <pgibberman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:30:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tiawithabroom@gmail.com" <tiawithabroom@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:26:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kmhageman@gmail.com" <kmhageman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:21:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "eldardw@erols.com" <eldardw@erols.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 21:04:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "traci@hindenlaw.com" <traci@hindenlaw.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:40:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Traci Hinden traci@hindenlaw.com US
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"jenniferacosta64@hotmail.com" <jenniferacosta64@hotmail.com>

From: "jenniferacosta64@hotmail.com"
<jenniferacosta64@hotmail.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:40:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Costa
jenniferacosta64@hotmail.com US
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"janetshipes@bellsouth.net" <janetshipes@bellsouth.net>

From: "janetshipes@bellsouth.net" <janetshipes@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:23:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "robert-stanley@mocs.utc.edu" <robert-stanley@mocs.utc.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:19:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "slayzakhill@gmail.com" <slayzakhill@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:18:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dmorton@sasq.net" <dmorton@sasq.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:11:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pseu@pacifier.com" <pseu@pacifier.com>

From: "pseu@pacifier.com" <pseu@pacifier.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:10:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Shaver pseu@pacifier.com WA US
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"susanryan2010@gmail.com" <susanryan2010@gmail.com>

From: "susanryan2010@gmail.com" <susanryan2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:05:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Ryan susanryan2010@gmail.com US
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"minoucheluv@netzero.net" <minoucheluv@netzero.net>

From: "minoucheluv@netzero.net" <minoucheluv@netzero.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:05:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "leanndunbar@gmail.com" <leanndunbar@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:04:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, LeAnn Vick leanndunbar@gmail.com CO US
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"sophie1951@gmail.com" <sophie1951@gmail.com>

From: "sophie1951@gmail.com" <sophie1951@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 20:01:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Sawyer sophie1951@gmail.com
US
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"marti@foleyrealtygroup.com" <marti@foleyrealtygroup.com>

From: "marti@foleyrealtygroup.com" <marti@foleyrealtygroup.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:59:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marti Foley marti@foleyrealtygroup.com US
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"pkempista1109@gmail.com" <pkempista1109@gmail.com>

From: "pkempista1109@gmail.com" <pkempista1109@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:57:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela M Kempista
pkempista1109@gmail.com US
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"pcferguson16@gmail.com" <pcferguson16@gmail.com>

From: "pcferguson16@gmail.com" <pcferguson16@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:55:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Ferguson pcferguson16@gmail.com
US
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"robertvo824@gmail.com" <robertvo824@gmail.com>

From: "robertvo824@gmail.com" <robertvo824@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:43:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Vo robertvo824@gmail.com US
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"juliahelenrice@gmail.com" <juliahelenrice@gmail.com>

From: "juliahelenrice@gmail.com" <juliahelenrice@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:39:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "norabanderson@gmail.com" <norabanderson@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:28:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "crowpony@icloud.com" <crowpony@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:27:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Pierson crowpony@icloud.com US
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"lindamed1948@gmail.com" <lindamed1948@gmail.com>

From: "lindamed1948@gmail.com" <lindamed1948@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Medeiros lindamed1948@gmail.com
US
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"fowlerdv@hotmail.com" <fowlerdv@hotmail.com>

From: "fowlerdv@hotmail.com" <fowlerdv@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:24:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deirdre Fowler fowlerdv@hotmail.com US
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"gdennis2@cox.net" <gdennis2@cox.net>

From: "gdennis2@cox.net" <gdennis2@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:22:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gudrun Dennis gdennis2@cox.net FL US
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"shellymaymay1@gmail.com" <shellymaymay1@gmail.com>

From: "shellymaymay1@gmail.com" <shellymaymay1@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:19:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelly Simmons shellymaymay1@gmail.com
US
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"mary.k.hiney@gmail.com" <mary.k.hiney@gmail.com>

From: "mary.k.hiney@gmail.com" <mary.k.hiney@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:12:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "falcon.maru.e@gmail.com" <falcon.maru.e@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:12:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "chaprein@gmail.com" <chaprein@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Chapman chaprein@gmail.com US
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"ge004747@gmail.com" <ge004747@gmail.com>

From: "ge004747@gmail.com" <ge004747@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:09:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gina Brown pettay ge004747@gmail.com US
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"ckasnicka@comcast.net" <ckasnicka@comcast.net>

From: "ckasnicka@comcast.net" <ckasnicka@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 19:08:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janewhiteside@earthlink.net" <janewhiteside@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:46:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Whiteside janewhiteside@earthlink.net
WI US
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"beverlyjennings8@gmail.com" <beverlyjennings8@gmail.com>

From: "beverlyjennings8@gmail.com" <beverlyjennings8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:39:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Jennings
beverlyjennings8@gmail.com AZ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jemery712@gmail.com" <jemery712@gmail.com>

From: "jemery712@gmail.com" <jemery712@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:38:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Justin Emery jemery712@gmail.com US
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"amy.mosher@live.com" <amy.mosher@live.com>

From: "amy.mosher@live.com" <amy.mosher@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:36:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mgillono@gmail.com" <mgillono@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. “The philosophy of nonviolence which I learned from Dr.
Marin Luther King, Jr., during my involvement in the civil rights movement was first responsible
for my change in diet…Under the leadership of Dr. King, I became totally committed to
nonviolence, and I was convinced that nonviolence meant opposition to killing in any form. I felt
the commandment ‘Thou Salt not kill’ applied to human beings not only in their dealings with
each other – war, lynching, assassination, murder and the like – but in their practice of killing
animals for food or sport. Animals suffer and die alike. Violence causes the same pain…the
same arrogant, cruel and brutal taking of life.” – Dick Gregory www.befairbevegan.com/
Sincerely, mark gillono mgillono@gmail.com IL US
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"sunrise6667@hotmail.com" <sunrise6667@hotmail.com>

From: "sunrise6667@hotmail.com" <sunrise6667@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:23:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lacey Faulkner sunrise6667@hotmail.com
US
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"cynthiacarley@mac.com" <cynthiacarley@mac.com>

From: "cynthiacarley@mac.com" <cynthiacarley@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:22:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Carley cynthiacarley@mac.com CA
US
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"ghouse4155@bellsouth.net" <ghouse4155@bellsouth.net>

From: "ghouse4155@bellsouth.net" <ghouse4155@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:19:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Priscilla Gerlach ghouse4155@bellsouth.net
US
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"rapsy1987@roadrunner.com" <rapsy1987@roadrunner.com>

From: "rapsy1987@roadrunner.com" <rapsy1987@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 18:02:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Stotz rapsy1987@roadrunner.com US
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"marilyn.sammons@att.net" <marilyn.sammons@att.net>

From: "marilyn.sammons@att.net" <marilyn.sammons@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 17:52:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ingohamann@me.com" <ingohamann@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 17:41:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Hamann ingohamann@me.com NJ
US
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"best1234@bellsouth.net" <best1234@bellsouth.net>

From: "best1234@bellsouth.net" <best1234@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 17:35:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brooks Frick best1234@bellsouth.net US
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"fredastjohn@gmail.com" <fredastjohn@gmail.com>

From: "fredastjohn@gmail.com" <fredastjohn@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 17:34:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Freda St. john fredastjohn@gmail.com US
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"penni72@outlook.com" <penni72@outlook.com>

From: "penni72@outlook.com" <penni72@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 17:33:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penni Wells penni72@outlook.com US
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"ckingxyz@gmail.com" <ckingxyz@gmail.com>

From: "ckingxyz@gmail.com" <ckingxyz@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 17:31:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "vgold@hawaii.rr.com" <vgold@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 17:19:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jaronz@hotmail.com" <jaronz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 17:10:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jsgrman@gmail.com" <jsgrman@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:53:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Greeman jsgrman@gmail.com US
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"pete.colman66@gmail.com" <pete.colman66@gmail.com>

From: "pete.colman66@gmail.com" <pete.colman66@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:50:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pete Colman pete.colman66@gmail.com US
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"kross@nep.net" <kross@nep.net>

From: "kross@nep.net" <kross@nep.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:48:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wanda.arturo@gmail.com" <wanda.arturo@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:43:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "salondon@earthlink.net" <salondon@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:38:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"apollov@verizon.net" <apollov@verizon.net>

From: "apollov@verizon.net" <apollov@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:37:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ecoropace@gmail.com" <ecoropace@gmail.com>

From: "ecoropace@gmail.com" <ecoropace@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:36:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"britkashea@gmail.com" <britkashea@gmail.com>

From: "britkashea@gmail.com" <britkashea@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:33:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kaceyckelly@gmail.com" <kaceyckelly@gmail.com>

From: "kaceyckelly@gmail.com" <kaceyckelly@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:32:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lexdiamonds01@hotmail.com" <lexdiamonds01@hotmail.com>

From: "lexdiamonds01@hotmail.com" <lexdiamonds01@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:32:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexis Kirschner
lexdiamonds01@hotmail.com US
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"crphil@comcast.net" <crphil@comcast.net>

From: "crphil@comcast.net" <crphil@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:28:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "amy.byhisgrace@gmail.com" <amy.byhisgrace@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:21:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sharon_fraas@hotmail.com" <sharon_fraas@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:17:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Fraas sharon_fraas@hotmail.com US
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"Jennyannduck7@gmail.com" <Jennyannduck7@gmail.com>

From: "Jennyannduck7@gmail.com" <Jennyannduck7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:16:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Jennyannduck7@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennie Smith Jennyannduck7@gmail.com
GB
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"greysfulone@verizon.net" <greysfulone@verizon.net>

From: "greysfulone@verizon.net" <greysfulone@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:12:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Graff greysfulone@verizon.net US
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"ketch07@hotmail.com" <ketch07@hotmail.com>

From: "ketch07@hotmail.com" <ketch07@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Ketcherside ketch07@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
aztecmermaid@gmail.com

"aztecmermaid@gmail.com" <aztecmermaid@gmail.com>

From: "aztecmermaid@gmail.com" <aztecmermaid@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:09:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: aztecmermaid@gmail.com

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

From: "skeiing@gmail.com" <skeiing@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:06:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ingrid Skei skeiing@gmail.com US
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"linda.kollman8@gmail.com" <linda.kollman8@gmail.com>

From: "linda.kollman8@gmail.com" <linda.kollman8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:05:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Kollman linda.kollman8@gmail.com US
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"swillard@patientvanguard.com" <swillard@patientvanguard.com>

From: "swillard@patientvanguard.com"
<swillard@patientvanguard.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:04:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "xenmderin@gmail.com" <xenmderin@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 16:01:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bevspeonies@gmail.com" <bevspeonies@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:59:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kaitlyn.anne.campbell@gmail.com"
<kaitlyn.anne.campbell@gmail.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:58:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kaitlyn Campbell
kaitlyn.anne.campbell@gmail.com MN US
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"dbgator311@gmail.com" <dbgator311@gmail.com>

From: "dbgator311@gmail.com" <dbgator311@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:51:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Bailey dbgator311@gmail.com US
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"ekennan@earthlink.net" <ekennan@earthlink.net>

From: "ekennan@earthlink.net" <ekennan@earthlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Megansalmon.interiors@gmail.com"
<Megansalmon.interiors@gmail.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:50:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "eldardw@erols.com" <eldardw@erols.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:48:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslee Eldard eldardw@erols.com US
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"jamieu10709@gmail.com" <jamieu10709@gmail.com>

From: "jamieu10709@gmail.com" <jamieu10709@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:46:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Uecker jamieu10709@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"taras4316@gmail.com" <taras4316@gmail.com>

From: "taras4316@gmail.com" <taras4316@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:41:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tara Sumner taras4316@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"terridrawsstuff@gmail.com" <terridrawsstuff@gmail.com>

From: "terridrawsstuff@gmail.com" <terridrawsstuff@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Lesley.cannon@tesco.net" <Lesley.cannon@tesco.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:39:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sweetpea_dmr@hotmail.com" <sweetpea_dmr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:38:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "calgal@caltel.com" <calgal@caltel.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:24:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "captaindraiven@gmail.com" <captaindraiven@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 15:00:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: captaindraiven@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marla Di Benedetto
captaindraiven@gmail.com MO US
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"javier3273_7@hotmail.com" <javier3273_7@hotmail.com>

From: "javier3273_7@hotmail.com" <javier3273_7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:59:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francisco J. Velez
javier3273_7@hotmail.com US
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"Sh.penberthy@bigpond.com" <Sh.penberthy@bigpond.com>

From: "Sh.penberthy@bigpond.com" <Sh.penberthy@bigpond.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:58:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



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

From: "Marwileman@hotmail.com" <Marwileman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:55:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Wileman Marwileman@hotmail.com
IL US
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"pat1283@comcast.net" <pat1283@comcast.net>

From: "pat1283@comcast.net" <pat1283@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:55:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Bosworth pat1283@comcast.net MA
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lorihowell22@gmail.com" <lorihowell22@gmail.com>

From: "lorihowell22@gmail.com" <lorihowell22@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:54:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Howell lorihowell22@gmail.com US
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"lpapagno1@cfl.rr.com" <lpapagno1@cfl.rr.com>

From: "lpapagno1@cfl.rr.com" <lpapagno1@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leonard Papagno lpapagno1@cfl.rr.com FL
US
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"nicola.6@comcast.net" <nicola.6@comcast.net>

From: "nicola.6@comcast.net" <nicola.6@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:48:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicola Nicolai nicola.6@comcast.net PA US
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"rcm73710@gmail.com" <rcm73710@gmail.com>

From: "rcm73710@gmail.com" <rcm73710@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:42:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Arnone rcm73710@gmail.com US
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"rmillett@maine.rr.com" <rmillett@maine.rr.com>

From: "rmillett@maine.rr.com" <rmillett@maine.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:40:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Millett rmillett@maine.rr.com ME
US
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"JaneSteeples4@gmail.com" <JaneSteeples4@gmail.com>

From: "JaneSteeples4@gmail.com" <JaneSteeples4@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:31:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janie McCormack
JaneSteeples4@gmail.com CA US
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"Torreyisbushido@gmail.com" <Torreyisbushido@gmail.com>

From: "Torreyisbushido@gmail.com" <Torreyisbushido@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:29:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Torrey Corlett Torreyisbushido@gmail.com
CA US
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"roryphoenix11@hotmail.com" <roryphoenix11@hotmail.com>

From: "roryphoenix11@hotmail.com" <roryphoenix11@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:26:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Steeples roryphoenix11@hotmail.com
US
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"cattellmail@hotmail.com" <cattellmail@hotmail.com>

From: "cattellmail@hotmail.com" <cattellmail@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:25:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "PeppinR@asme.org" <PeppinR@asme.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:23:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jenniferbaugh@hotmail.com" <jenniferbaugh@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:22:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "zen@lilisys.com" <zen@lilisys.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:20:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jppon4@comcast.net" <jppon4@comcast.net>

From: "jppon4@comcast.net" <jppon4@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:13:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Ponisciak jppon4@comcast.net NJ
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"krfone@msn.com" <krfone@msn.com>

From: "krfone@msn.com" <krfone@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:13:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ret259131@gmail.com" <ret259131@gmail.com>

From: "ret259131@gmail.com" <ret259131@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:12:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Thomas ret259131@gmail.com US
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"vmouser@siu.edu" <vmouser@siu.edu>

From: "vmouser@siu.edu" <vmouser@siu.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:41:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"vmouser@siu.edu" <vmouser@siu.edu>

From: "vmouser@siu.edu" <vmouser@siu.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:07:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"carolafaga@gmail.com" <carolafaga@gmail.com>

From: "carolafaga@gmail.com" <carolafaga@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:05:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sobesls@gmail.com" <sobesls@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:04:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "adarsh_ayyar@hotmail.com" <adarsh_ayyar@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 14:00:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sandysf@twcny.rr.com" <sandysf@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:59:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ranmel@televar.com" <ranmel@televar.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:57:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pam.hahler@gmail.com" <pam.hahler@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:55:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mchrisbarnes@gmail.com" <mchrisbarnes@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:55:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "melaniegonsalves@gmail.com" <melaniegonsalves@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:55:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Iliviacherie@gmail.com" <Iliviacherie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:52:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgette Murray Iliviacherie@gmail.com US
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"patblake77@hotmail.com" <patblake77@hotmail.com>

From: "patblake77@hotmail.com" <patblake77@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:47:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, pat Blake patblake77@hotmail.com KS US
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"agianferrari@usa.net" <agianferrari@usa.net>

From: "agianferrari@usa.net" <agianferrari@usa.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:43:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: agianferrari@usa.net

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

From: "hbsimpkins@gmail.com" <hbsimpkins@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:41:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mindandbody@optonline.net" <mindandbody@optonline.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:37:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Therese.rice@live.it" <Therese.rice@live.it>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Rice Therese.rice@live.it IT
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"dollbee20043d@gmail.com" <dollbee20043d@gmail.com>

From: "dollbee20043d@gmail.com" <dollbee20043d@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:35:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dolores Bourgeau
dollbee20043d@gmail.com US
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"adelamyers@gmail.com" <adelamyers@gmail.com>

From: "adelamyers@gmail.com" <adelamyers@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:33:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "QuotesFree@tampabay.rr.com"
<QuotesFree@tampabay.rr.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:32:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "vrnnmartinez@gmail.com" <vrnnmartinez@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:32:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, vernon martinez vrnnmartinez@gmail.com
CO US
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"mtodd718@gmail.com" <mtodd718@gmail.com>

From: "mtodd718@gmail.com" <mtodd718@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:27:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryellen Todd mtodd718@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"angelpaws27@hotmail.com" <angelpaws27@hotmail.com>

From: "angelpaws27@hotmail.com" <angelpaws27@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:27:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Terriault angelpaws27@hotmail.com
FL US
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"dukesmom94@verizon.net" <dukesmom94@verizon.net>

From: "dukesmom94@verizon.net" <dukesmom94@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:26:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Harper dukesmom94@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"spanishlo@twc.com" <spanishlo@twc.com>

From: "spanishlo@twc.com" <spanishlo@twc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:24:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "vickiebohy@gmail.com" <vickiebohy@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:21:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "judsweatland@gmail.com" <judsweatland@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:10:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ilovegoldy@me.com" <ilovegoldy@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 13:07:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "artmaker@maqs.net" <artmaker@maqs.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:54:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heidi Endres artmaker@maqs.net US
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"tocoman2013@gmail.com" <tocoman2013@gmail.com>

From: "tocoman2013@gmail.com" <tocoman2013@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:46:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ben Williams tocoman2013@gmail.com US
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"century93@comcast.net" <century93@comcast.net>

From: "century93@comcast.net" <century93@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:35:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer D'Angelo century93@comcast.net
US
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"nette-webb@comcast.net" <nette-webb@comcast.net>

From: "nette-webb@comcast.net" <nette-webb@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:28:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "macnutcherie@webtv.net" <macnutcherie@webtv.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:22:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "karyllgonzalezmd@gmail.com" <karyllgonzalezmd@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:19:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cookie.cookie@live.at" <cookie.cookie@live.at>

From: "cookie.cookie@live.at" <cookie.cookie@live.at>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:17:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samra Kovacevic cookie.cookie@live.at US
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"Rebeccasgr8@gmail.com" <Rebeccasgr8@gmail.com>

From: "Rebeccasgr8@gmail.com" <Rebeccasgr8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:14:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Moslo Rebeccasgr8@gmail.com
WA US
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"rebecca.frey@mac.com" <rebecca.frey@mac.com>

From: "rebecca.frey@mac.com" <rebecca.frey@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:12:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "marcylauer@charter.net" <marcylauer@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:03:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcy Lauer marcylauer@charter.net OR US
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"Tasharp_1@mail.com" <Tasharp_1@mail.com>

From: "Tasharp_1@mail.com" <Tasharp_1@mail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:58:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Todd Sharp Tasharp_1@mail.com AZ US
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"juanita.f@gmail.com" <juanita.f@gmail.com>

From: "juanita.f@gmail.com" <juanita.f@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Sandy.guillot@icloud.com" <Sandy.guillot@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Guillot Sandy.guillot@icloud.com LA
US
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"Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com" <Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com>

From: "Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com" <Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:50:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianna Gilmore
Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com WA US
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"fante002@verizon.net" <fante002@verizon.net>

From: "fante002@verizon.net" <fante002@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:47:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Fante fante002@verizon.net NJ US
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"streetrodders@twc.com" <streetrodders@twc.com>

From: "streetrodders@twc.com" <streetrodders@twc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:42:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joann Antoneck streetrodders@twc.com US
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"kbfoz00@citlink.net" <kbfoz00@citlink.net>

From: "kbfoz00@citlink.net" <kbfoz00@citlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:33:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, SARA FOSMIRE kbfoz00@citlink.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ashokafan2002@hotmail.com" <ashokafan2002@hotmail.com>

From: "ashokafan2002@hotmail.com" <ashokafan2002@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:29:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lilianna Bolton ashokafan2002@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pjmotu@gmail.com" <pjmotu@gmail.com>

From: "pjmotu@gmail.com" <pjmotu@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:27:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sissy10354@hotmail.com" <sissy10354@hotmail.com>

From: "sissy10354@hotmail.com" <sissy10354@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:26:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peggy Bosley sissy10354@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"uttmost@live.com" <uttmost@live.com>

From: "uttmost@live.com" <uttmost@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:22:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"angelafloyd86@gmail.com" <angelafloyd86@gmail.com>

From: "angelafloyd86@gmail.com" <angelafloyd86@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:15:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Floyd angelafloyd86@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"esusan1@mindspring.com" <esusan1@mindspring.com>

From: "esusan1@mindspring.com" <esusan1@mindspring.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:10:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, E. Susan Boydsutn
esusan1@mindspring.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chacosadie@gmail.com" <chacosadie@gmail.com>

From: "chacosadie@gmail.com" <chacosadie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:09:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"sgosdick@att.net" <sgosdick@att.net>

From: "sgosdick@att.net" <sgosdick@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:08:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Gosdick sgosdick@att.net US
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"cmcdaniel14@gmail.com" <cmcdaniel14@gmail.com>

From: "cmcdaniel14@gmail.com" <cmcdaniel14@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:06:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris McDaniel cmcdaniel14@gmail.com US
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"ljmintun123@gmail.com" <ljmintun123@gmail.com>

From: "ljmintun123@gmail.com" <ljmintun123@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:03:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: ljmintun123@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Mintun ljmintun123@gmail.com WA US
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"Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com" <Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com>

From: "Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com"
<Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:03:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Снежка Яначкова
Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com BG
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"gwilder@naplesgarden.org" <gwilder@naplesgarden.org>

From: "gwilder@naplesgarden.org" <gwilder@naplesgarden.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:59:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Wilder gwilder@naplesgarden.org
US
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"eeevans8@gmail.com" <eeevans8@gmail.com>

From: "eeevans8@gmail.com" <eeevans8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:57:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Evans eeevans8@gmail.com US
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"penj@cox.net" <penj@cox.net>

From: "penj@cox.net" <penj@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:53:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sueboughton@gmail.com" <sueboughton@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:47:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jaubert-f@hotmail.fr" <jaubert-f@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:47:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frédéric Jaubert jaubert-f@hotmail.fr FR
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"aeverage78@gmail.com" <aeverage78@gmail.com>

From: "aeverage78@gmail.com" <aeverage78@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Everage aeverage78@gmail.com US
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"trahan78@outlook.com" <trahan78@outlook.com>

From: "trahan78@outlook.com" <trahan78@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:36:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Trahan trahan78@outlook.com US
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"justanotheroldteacher@gmail.com" <justanotheroldteacher@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:33:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "julie.robertson@firstclearing.com"
<julie.robertson@firstclearing.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:31:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Robertson
julie.robertson@firstclearing.com US
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"reynolds846@verizon.net" <reynolds846@verizon.net>

From: "reynolds846@verizon.net" <reynolds846@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:29:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Reynolds reynolds846@verizon.net
US
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"extractedexpressions@riseup.net" <extractedexpressions@riseup.net>

From: "extractedexpressions@riseup.net"
<extractedexpressions@riseup.net>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:28:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jcwaj@verizon.net" <jcwaj@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:25:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ggryan8846@gmail.com" <ggryan8846@gmail.com>

From: "ggryan8846@gmail.com" <ggryan8846@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:17:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gerald Ryan ggryan8846@gmail.com NJ US
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"jeannebradbury@gmail.com" <jeannebradbury@gmail.com>

From: "jeannebradbury@gmail.com" <jeannebradbury@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:15:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "edithfrank@hotmail.com" <edithfrank@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:13:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, edith frank edithfrank@hotmail.com US
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"mjp.0968@gmail.com" <mjp.0968@gmail.com>

From: "mjp.0968@gmail.com" <mjp.0968@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Pinon mjp.0968@gmail.com OR US
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"fabianehenrichadv@gmail.com" <fabianehenrichadv@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "krazyraven@comcast.net" <krazyraven@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:02:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"adstrang@comcast.net" <adstrang@comcast.net>

From: "adstrang@comcast.net" <adstrang@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:59:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arnold Strang adstrang@comcast.net US
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"lynlov45@comcast.net" <lynlov45@comcast.net>

From: "lynlov45@comcast.net" <lynlov45@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:55:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Lovinger lynlov45@comcast.net PA
US
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"bellalucian@verizon.net" <bellalucian@verizon.net>

From: "bellalucian@verizon.net" <bellalucian@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Bella bellalucian@verizon.net US
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"gailwillmott1948@icloud.com" <gailwillmott1948@icloud.com>

From: "gailwillmott1948@icloud.com" <gailwillmott1948@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:50:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Willmott gailwillmott1948@icloud.com
OH US
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"cdegaglia@gmail.com" <cdegaglia@gmail.com>

From: "cdegaglia@gmail.com" <cdegaglia@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:48:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christina DeGaglia cdegaglia@gmail.com NY
US
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"mccarney3@gmail.com" <mccarney3@gmail.com>

From: "mccarney3@gmail.com" <mccarney3@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:40:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, samantha mccarney mccarney3@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeanette@bigsky.net" <jeanette@bigsky.net>

From: "jeanette@bigsky.net" <jeanette@bigsky.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:38:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"andouglass91@gmail.com" <andouglass91@gmail.com>

From: "andouglass91@gmail.com" <andouglass91@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:37:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amanda Douglass andouglass91@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"celeste_harrison@hotmail.com" <celeste_harrison@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:33:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"celeste_harrison@hotmail.com" <celeste_harrison@hotmail.com>

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



Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:32:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kathycabanas123@gmail.com" <kathycabanas123@gmail.com>

From: "kathycabanas123@gmail.com" <kathycabanas123@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:31:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Cabanas
kathycabanas123@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katel971@juno.com" <katel971@juno.com>

From: "katel971@juno.com" <katel971@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:30:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Lindemann katel971@juno.com NY US
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"agarc218@calpoly.edu" <agarc218@calpoly.edu>

From: "agarc218@calpoly.edu" <agarc218@calpoly.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:17:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Agustin Garcia agarc218@calpoly.edu US
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"cristina.souza@verizon.net" <cristina.souza@verizon.net>

From: "cristina.souza@verizon.net" <cristina.souza@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:12:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cristina Souza cristina.souza@verizon.net
US
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"fisherdude47@comcast.net" <fisherdude47@comcast.net>

From: "fisherdude47@comcast.net" <fisherdude47@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Creeger fisherdude47@comcast.net
US
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"staceyholliday22@gmail.com" <staceyholliday22@gmail.com>

From: "staceyholliday22@gmail.com" <staceyholliday22@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:00:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey Holliday staceyholliday22@gmail.com
US
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"cinerina@mac.com" <cinerina@mac.com>

From: "cinerina@mac.com" <cinerina@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:57:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
After all the great strides we have made toward protecting vulnerable species, this is simply
incomprehensible and completely reprehensible. I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karina M Walsh cinerina@mac.com CA US
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"magroves196@hotmail.com" <magroves196@hotmail.com>

From: "magroves196@hotmail.com" <magroves196@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:48:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Easton magroves196@hotmail.com WA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com" <fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com>

From: "fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com" <fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:48:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Krystal Mullane fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com
US
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"donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com" <donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com>

From: "donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com" <donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:47:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Juzkiw donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com
IL US
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"leber2000@gmail.com" <leber2000@gmail.com>

From: "leber2000@gmail.com" <leber2000@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:42:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan leber leber2000@gmail.com NY US
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"relatesolve@gmail.com" <relatesolve@gmail.com>

From: "relatesolve@gmail.com" <relatesolve@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:41:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Bazan relatesolve@gmail.com US
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"traceycogan2@gmail.com" <traceycogan2@gmail.com>

From: "traceycogan2@gmail.com" <traceycogan2@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:40:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracey Cogan traceycogan2@gmail.com ZA
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"tedameron@att.net" <tedameron@att.net>

From: "tedameron@att.net" <tedameron@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:39:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lou.scannon@outlook.com" <lou.scannon@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:39:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:34:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "brynnsells@gmail.com" <brynnsells@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:33:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brynn Sells brynnsells@gmail.com MO US
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"danm3607@att.net" <danm3607@att.net>

From: "danm3607@att.net" <danm3607@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:32:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Manobianco danm3607@att.net US
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"snip-first@worldnet.att.net" <snip-first@worldnet.att.net>

From: "snip-first@worldnet.att.net" <snip-first@worldnet.att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:31:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Waterworth snip-first@worldnet.att.net
US
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"richardsonh1990@gmail.com" <richardsonh1990@gmail.com>

From: "richardsonh1990@gmail.com" <richardsonh1990@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Richardson
richardsonh1990@gmail.com US

"richardsonh1990@gmail.com" <richardsonh1990@gmail.com>

From: "richardsonh1990@gmail.com" <richardsonh1990@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:25:17 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Richardson
richardsonh1990@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeff@jeffwerx.com" <jeff@jeffwerx.com>

From: "jeff@jeffwerx.com" <jeff@jeffwerx.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:14:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Denise@beese.org" <Denise@beese.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:11:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Beese Denise@beese.org CO US
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"Sethorne60@gmail.com" <Sethorne60@gmail.com>

From: "Sethorne60@gmail.com" <Sethorne60@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:10:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Thorne Sethorne60@gmail.com AZ US
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"frisbeerick@gmail.com" <frisbeerick@gmail.com>

From: "frisbeerick@gmail.com" <frisbeerick@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:10:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tbonejewell@hughes.net" <tbonejewell@hughes.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:00:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ronald Jewell tbonejewell@hughes.net US
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"jasma1212@gmail.com" <jasma1212@gmail.com>

From: "jasma1212@gmail.com" <jasma1212@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:59:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Tullos jasma1212@gmail.com US
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"mvencill@icloud.com" <mvencill@icloud.com>

From: "mvencill@icloud.com" <mvencill@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:55:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
What is just is just. What must be done must be done. What is just must be done. What is just
and undone shall take its toll from those responsible, through action, or through inaction. So it
is. So it was. So it always will be. May it be that you have the wisdom to do what is just.
Sincerely, Matthew Vencill mvencill@icloud.com TX US
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"sondalei@gmail.com" <sondalei@gmail.com>

From: "sondalei@gmail.com" <sondalei@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:55:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tony Menechella sondalei@gmail.com US
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"asaucedo22@hotmail.com" <asaucedo22@hotmail.com>

From: "asaucedo22@hotmail.com" <asaucedo22@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:38:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angelina Saucedo asaucedo22@hotmail.com
US
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"jcv447@gmail.com" <jcv447@gmail.com>

From: "jcv447@gmail.com" <jcv447@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:35:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Valentino jcv447@gmail.com US
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"nwojtalik@hotmail.com" <nwojtalik@hotmail.com>

From: "nwojtalik@hotmail.com" <nwojtalik@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:33:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nikki Wojtalik nwojtalik@hotmail.com MD US
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"blv2c7@gmail.com" <blv2c7@gmail.com>

From: "blv2c7@gmail.com" <blv2c7@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:27:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Alford blv2c7@gmail.com US
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"bettinabowers20@gmail.com" <bettinabowers20@gmail.com>

From: "bettinabowers20@gmail.com" <bettinabowers20@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:22:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bettina Bowers bettinabowers20@gmail.com
TN US
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"judithyork1965@gmail.com" <judithyork1965@gmail.com>

From: "judithyork1965@gmail.com" <judithyork1965@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:12:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith York judithyork1965@gmail.com MI
US
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"donel09@gmail.com" <donel09@gmail.com>

From: "donel09@gmail.com" <donel09@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:13:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Farmer donel09@gmail.com US
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"Dealeonthechesapeake@hotmail.com"
<Dealeonthechesapeake@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "elysee_forrest@hotmail.com" <elysee_forrest@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:10:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ktrupin@msn.com" <ktrupin@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:53:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joel Trupin ktrupin@msn.com VT US
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"carolhoke08@gmail.com" <carolhoke08@gmail.com>

From: "carolhoke08@gmail.com" <carolhoke08@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:51:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Hoke carolhoke08@gmail.com NC US
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"mygalsal5300@gmail.com" <mygalsal5300@gmail.com>

From: "mygalsal5300@gmail.com" <mygalsal5300@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:51:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah A. Powell mygalsal5300@gmail.com
US
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"gaynor@hotmail.co.za" <gaynor@hotmail.co.za>

From: "gaynor@hotmail.co.za" <gaynor@hotmail.co.za>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:45:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jordanchapman99@gmail.com" <jordanchapman99@gmail.com>

From: "jordanchapman99@gmail.com" <jordanchapman99@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:43:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jordan Chapman
jordanchapman99@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"drawlsmh@gmail.com" <drawlsmh@gmail.com>

From: "drawlsmh@gmail.com" <drawlsmh@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:39:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "koenigke@gmail.com" <koenigke@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:37:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"idklemonski@comcast.net" <idklemonski@comcast.net>

From: "idklemonski@comcast.net" <idklemonski@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:19:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "catzrkuter@gmail.com" <catzrkuter@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:13:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "alerner@roadrunner.com" <alerner@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:00:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, amy lerner alerner@roadrunner.com US
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"lindaharrington12@att.net" <lindaharrington12@att.net>

From: "lindaharrington12@att.net" <lindaharrington12@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:58:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Harrington lindaharrington12@att.net
US
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"mariadp84@gmail.com" <mariadp84@gmail.com>

From: "mariadp84@gmail.com" <mariadp84@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:58:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Pacheco mariadp84@gmail.com US
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"nikkipollard@eastcoastsa.net" <nikkipollard@eastcoastsa.net>

From: "nikkipollard@eastcoastsa.net" <nikkipollard@eastcoastsa.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:55:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:43:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sylke_@hotmail.com" <sylke_@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:28:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dwilton@cbgundaker.com" <dwilton@cbgundaker.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:23:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"anctochy@outlook.com" <anctochy@outlook.com>

From: "anctochy@outlook.com" <anctochy@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:09:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"secaviness@carolina.rr.com" <secaviness@carolina.rr.com>

From: "secaviness@carolina.rr.com" <secaviness@carolina.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:07:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"monroea23@msn.com" <monroea23@msn.com>

From: "monroea23@msn.com" <monroea23@msn.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:01:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amanda Monroe-Rubendall
monroea23@msn.com US



Conversation Contents
nellyprestat@hotmail.fr

"nellyprestat@hotmail.fr" <nellyprestat@hotmail.fr>

From: "nellyprestat@hotmail.fr" <nellyprestat@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 04:52:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: nellyprestat@hotmail.fr

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

"Arzrb@live.com" <Arzrb@live.com>

From: "Arzrb@live.com" <Arzrb@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 04:52:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jodyheld@mac.com" <jodyheld@mac.com>

From: "jodyheld@mac.com" <jodyheld@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 04:24:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jodyheld@mac.com" <jodyheld@mac.com>

From: "jodyheld@mac.com" <jodyheld@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 04:42:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"min.nicole0@gmail.com" <min.nicole0@gmail.com>

From: "min.nicole0@gmail.com" <min.nicole0@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 04:12:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, nicole vandersande min.nicole0@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"spurucker@bellsouth.net" <spurucker@bellsouth.net>

From: "spurucker@bellsouth.net" <spurucker@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 03:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"auntamy@optonline.net" <auntamy@optonline.net>

From: "auntamy@optonline.net" <auntamy@optonline.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 03:00:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Megan.gardner@bigpond.com" <Megan.gardner@bigpond.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 02:51:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cookejrr@gmail.com" <cookejrr@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 02:40:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Cooke jr. cookejrr@gmail.com PA US
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"caryns62@gmail.com" <caryns62@gmail.com>

From: "caryns62@gmail.com" <caryns62@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 02:33:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
PLEASE have a heart! Hear the public out cries! Stand by us and stand up in support of wildlife!
This is heart wrenching and needs to be banned immediately! I am responding to the formation
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov.
8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Swan caryns62@gmail.com FL US
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"faithandgrace@myfrontiermail.com" <faithandgrace@myfrontiermail.com>

From: "faithandgrace@myfrontiermail.com"
<faithandgrace@myfrontiermail.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 02:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mgrtkeene@gmail.com" <mgrtkeene@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 01:46:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mgrtkeene@gmail.com" <mgrtkeene@gmail.com>

From: "mgrtkeene@gmail.com" <mgrtkeene@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 02:17:59 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "albilabrador@gmail.com" <albilabrador@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 01:50:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"benedicte.pecha@sfr.fr" <benedicte.pecha@sfr.fr>

From: "benedicte.pecha@sfr.fr" <benedicte.pecha@sfr.fr>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 01:22:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bénédicte PECHA benedicte.pecha@sfr.fr IA
US
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"cooks33@comcast.net" <cooks33@comcast.net>

From: "cooks33@comcast.net" <cooks33@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:57:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vivienne Bembridge cooks33@comcast.net
US
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"pam-88@hotmail.com" <pam-88@hotmail.com>

From: "pam-88@hotmail.com" <pam-88@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Sheeler pam-88@hotmail.com US
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"Jencn@comcast.net" <Jencn@comcast.net>

From: "Jencn@comcast.net" <Jencn@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:33:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "anniemalhouse@gmail.com" <anniemalhouse@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:32:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "everythinglovely@outlook.com" <everythinglovely@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:20:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "waxfondler@hotmail.com" <waxfondler@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:12:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "John.s.hunt@btinternet.com" <John.s.hunt@btinternet.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:03:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jay.venug@gmail.com" <jay.venug@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:54:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "logspotab@hotmail.com" <logspotab@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:48:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bente Humphrey logspotab@hotmail.com FL
US
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"david1221@comcast.net" <david1221@comcast.net>

From: "david1221@comcast.net" <david1221@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:47:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Carey-Kearney
david1221@comcast.net FL US
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"mst@bluefrog.com" <mst@bluefrog.com>

From: "mst@bluefrog.com" <mst@bluefrog.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:46:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julianne Pach mst@bluefrog.com NY US
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"ian.turner019@gmail.com" <ian.turner019@gmail.com>

From: "ian.turner019@gmail.com" <ian.turner019@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:44:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ian Turner ian.turner019@gmail.com US
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"nelsonelnc@gmail.com" <nelsonelnc@gmail.com>

From: "nelsonelnc@gmail.com" <nelsonelnc@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:39:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Nelson nelsonelnc@gmail.com US
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"Cruzcowart18@gmail.com" <Cruzcowart18@gmail.com>

From: "Cruzcowart18@gmail.com" <Cruzcowart18@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:38:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Cruz-Cowart
Cruzcowart18@gmail.com SC US
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"mattnmel84@hotmail.com" <mattnmel84@hotmail.com>

From: "mattnmel84@hotmail.com" <mattnmel84@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:30:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Soleta mattnmel84@hotmail.com US
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"veronica_mezzarobba@hotmail.com"
<veronica_mezzarobba@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:29:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Veronica Mezzarobba
veronica_mezzarobba@hotmail.com US
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"Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com" <Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com>

From: "Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com" <Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:28:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianna Gilmore
Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com WA US
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"christa.witvrouwen@hotmail.be" <christa.witvrouwen@hotmail.be>

From: "christa.witvrouwen@hotmail.be"
<christa.witvrouwen@hotmail.be>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:25:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jacksbojorquez@gmail.com" <jacksbojorquez@gmail.com>

From: "jacksbojorquez@gmail.com" <jacksbojorquez@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:25:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "suzanastasia@gmail.com" <suzanastasia@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:13:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Maarie suzanastasia@gmail.com
US
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"abrowe5005@earthlink.net" <abrowe5005@earthlink.net>

From: "abrowe5005@earthlink.net" <abrowe5005@earthlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:11:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alicia Brower abrowe5005@earthlink.net US
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"bethkie@juno.com" <bethkie@juno.com>

From: "bethkie@juno.com" <bethkie@juno.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:08:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Javinsky bethkie@juno.com US
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"kaityar87@gmail.com" <kaityar87@gmail.com>

From: "kaityar87@gmail.com" <kaityar87@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:53:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kaity Aravani kaityar87@gmail.com GR
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"etauber@hotmail.com" <etauber@hotmail.com>

From: "etauber@hotmail.com" <etauber@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:53:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "erneststevensjr@hotmail.com" <erneststevensjr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:52:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ernest Stevens erneststevensjr@hotmail.com
US
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"cathylittle324@gmail.com" <cathylittle324@gmail.com>

From: "cathylittle324@gmail.com" <cathylittle324@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:47:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Little cathylittle324@gmail.com US
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"dylankid@optonline.net" <dylankid@optonline.net>

From: "dylankid@optonline.net" <dylankid@optonline.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:38:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Stalhut dylankid@optonline.net US
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"kwiley16@hotmail.com" <kwiley16@hotmail.com>

From: "kwiley16@hotmail.com" <kwiley16@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:29:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Wiley kwiley16@hotmail.com NY
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"am.mccaughey@gmail.com" <am.mccaughey@gmail.com>

From: "am.mccaughey@gmail.com" <am.mccaughey@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:30:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "arademo@hotmail.com" <arademo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:10:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rennerk@uni.edu" <rennerk@uni.edu>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 22:04:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pjenkins@cahcare.com" <pjenkins@cahcare.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:58:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kat-rowan@comcast.net" <kat-rowan@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:54:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "fonesti@hotmail.com" <fonesti@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:50:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "garynicoll@gmail.com" <garynicoll@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:46:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"djkreiner2@comcast.net" <djkreiner2@comcast.net>

From: "djkreiner2@comcast.net" <djkreiner2@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:42:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, dennis kreiner djkreiner2@comcast.net IL US
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"sebs_anderson@hotmail.com" <sebs_anderson@hotmail.com>

From: "sebs_anderson@hotmail.com" <sebs_anderson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:37:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sabine Anderson
sebs_anderson@hotmail.com ZA
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"skas2647@gmail.com" <skas2647@gmail.com>

From: "skas2647@gmail.com" <skas2647@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:34:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sab Kastrati skas2647@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nidia.l088@gmail.com" <nidia.l088@gmail.com>

From: "nidia.l088@gmail.com" <nidia.l088@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:34:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nidia Lopez-barbosa nidia.l088@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"adrianmarin021@gmail.com" <adrianmarin021@gmail.com>

From: "adrianmarin021@gmail.com" <adrianmarin021@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:30:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adrian Marin adrianmarin021@gmail.com NV
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"animaloveradrian@gmail.com" <animaloveradrian@gmail.com>

From: "animaloveradrian@gmail.com" <animaloveradrian@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:29:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"marietorget@gmail.com" <marietorget@gmail.com>

From: "marietorget@gmail.com" <marietorget@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:28:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jpvictory@hotmail.com" <jpvictory@hotmail.com>

From: "jpvictory@hotmail.com" <jpvictory@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jpvictory@hotmail.com" <jpvictory@hotmail.com>

From: "jpvictory@hotmail.com" <jpvictory@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:27:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



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

From: "Shirlptan@gmail.com" <Shirlptan@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:23:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S Tan Shirlptan@gmail.com CA US
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"riley2166@theanimaldefenders.comcastbiz.net"
<riley2166@theanimaldefenders.comcastbiz.net>

From: "riley2166@theanimaldefenders.comcastbiz.net"
<riley2166@theanimaldefenders.comcastbiz.net>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:56:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elgrit Russell
riley2166@theanimaldefenders.comcastbiz.net US
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"rikkijholcomb@gmail.com" <rikkijholcomb@gmail.com>

From: "rikkijholcomb@gmail.com" <rikkijholcomb@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:50:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mmoku@webster.edu" <mmoku@webster.edu>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:46:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Madeleine Moku mmoku@webster.edu US
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"rboden1223@gmail.com" <rboden1223@gmail.com>

From: "rboden1223@gmail.com" <rboden1223@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:41:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruby Boden rboden1223@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ximena.vazquez@gmail.com" <ximena.vazquez@gmail.com>

From: "ximena.vazquez@gmail.com" <ximena.vazquez@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Phcarmel@gmail.com" <Phcarmel@gmail.com>

From: "Phcarmel@gmail.com" <Phcarmel@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:40:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Ksghosthuntress@gmail.com" <Ksghosthuntress@gmail.com>

From: "Ksghosthuntress@gmail.com" <Ksghosthuntress@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:38:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wagnerfordtudor@gmail.com" <wagnerfordtudor@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:35:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"leeann.sanders@usoncology.com" <leeann.sanders@usoncology.com>

From: "leeann.sanders@usoncology.com"
<leeann.sanders@usoncology.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:32:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"leeann.biehl@usoncology.com" <leeann.biehl@usoncology.com>

From: "leeann.biehl@usoncology.com" <leeann.biehl@usoncology.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:32:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kkilcommons@att.net" <kkilcommons@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:23:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "raymondtb@q.com" <raymondtb@q.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:22:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "maelindinha@hotmail.com" <maelindinha@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:18:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danielle Calvy maelindinha@hotmail.com CA
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"jcb88@optonline.net" <jcb88@optonline.net>

From: "jcb88@optonline.net" <jcb88@optonline.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:13:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Bartsch jcb88@optonline.net US
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"Jencomeau@roadrunner.com" <Jencomeau@roadrunner.com>

From: "Jencomeau@roadrunner.com" <Jencomeau@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:11:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "definitedoll@cox.net" <definitedoll@cox.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:08:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rumstattb@centurytel.net" <rumstattb@centurytel.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:01:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"pollyhaynes@lumos.net" <pollyhaynes@lumos.net>

From: "pollyhaynes@lumos.net" <pollyhaynes@lumos.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:58:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, polly haynes pollyhaynes@lumos.net US
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"brandtmichelle62@gmail.com" <brandtmichelle62@gmail.com>

From: "brandtmichelle62@gmail.com" <brandtmichelle62@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:57:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Brandt
brandtmichelle62@gmail.com US
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"mhscott@gte.net" <mhscott@gte.net>

From: "mhscott@gte.net" <mhscott@gte.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:55:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "brokenboat@msn.com" <brokenboat@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carl Hillman brokenboat@msn.com FL US
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"skylight0214@hotmail.com" <skylight0214@hotmail.com>

From: "skylight0214@hotmail.com" <skylight0214@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:55:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Mckimpson
skylight0214@hotmail.com US
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"1fool2u@gmail.com" <1fool2u@gmail.com>

From: "1fool2u@gmail.com" <1fool2u@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marla Mccune 1fool2u@gmail.com MO US
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"Roseyrose316@hotmail.com" <Roseyrose316@hotmail.com>

From: "Roseyrose316@hotmail.com" <Roseyrose316@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:29:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lance and Jenny Peterson
Roseyrose316@hotmail.com WI US
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"stratusrt@icloud.com" <stratusrt@icloud.com>

From: "stratusrt@icloud.com" <stratusrt@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:20:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"margaret1255@gmail.com" <margaret1255@gmail.com>

From: "margaret1255@gmail.com" <margaret1255@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:18:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Vargas margaret1255@gmail.com
US
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"weitzs@earthlink.net" <weitzs@earthlink.net>

From: "weitzs@earthlink.net" <weitzs@earthlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:17:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Weitz weitzs@earthlink.net US
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"hickory7575@gmail.com" <hickory7575@gmail.com>

From: "hickory7575@gmail.com" <hickory7575@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:06:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ron Pope hickory7575@gmail.com NV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rkaren0929@gmail.com" <rkaren0929@gmail.com>

From: "rkaren0929@gmail.com" <rkaren0929@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:03:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Robertson rkaren0929@gmail.com US
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"okun.sandra@gmail.com" <okun.sandra@gmail.com>

From: "okun.sandra@gmail.com" <okun.sandra@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:02:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cassandra Okun okun.sandra@gmail.com
AT
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"maureen811@msn.com" <maureen811@msn.com>

From: "maureen811@msn.com" <maureen811@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:02:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Kelly maureen811@msn.com US
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"psatat@cox.net" <psatat@cox.net>

From: "psatat@cox.net" <psatat@cox.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:01:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, PAULA KACIN psatat@cox.net NE US
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"marot1421@comcast.net" <marot1421@comcast.net>

From: "marot1421@comcast.net" <marot1421@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:52:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Ann Rotondo marot1421@comcast.net
US
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"leighbekhet@gmail.com" <leighbekhet@gmail.com>

From: "leighbekhet@gmail.com" <leighbekhet@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:49:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lisadideriksen@gmail.com" <lisadideriksen@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:47:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "aimee.kurachi@gmail.com" <aimee.kurachi@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:33:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aimee Kurachi aimee.kurachi@gmail.com US
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"dustycorpse62@gmail.com" <dustycorpse62@gmail.com>

From: "dustycorpse62@gmail.com" <dustycorpse62@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:31:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Nicholas dustycorpse62@gmail.com
US
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"starrynight@gci.net" <starrynight@gci.net>

From: "starrynight@gci.net" <starrynight@gci.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:28:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sseargent@stny.rr.com" <sseargent@stny.rr.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:25:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Seargent sseargent@stny.rr.com US
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"cbentley3@mail.com" <cbentley3@mail.com>

From: "cbentley3@mail.com" <cbentley3@mail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:20:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caryll Bentley cbentley3@mail.com TX US



Conversation Contents
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"leorwig@comcast.net" <leorwig@comcast.net>

From: "leorwig@comcast.net" <leorwig@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:19:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"agnewerika@gmail.com" <agnewerika@gmail.com>

From: "agnewerika@gmail.com" <agnewerika@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:12:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Rosenzweigs@unitedtalent.com"
<Rosenzweigs@unitedtalent.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shani Rosenzweig
Rosenzweigs@unitedtalent.com CA US
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"Tje18@live.co" <Tje18@live.co>

From: "Tje18@live.co" <Tje18@live.co>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:06:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Eaton Tje18@live.co CT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Tje18@live.com" <Tje18@live.com>

From: "Tje18@live.com" <Tje18@live.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:06:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Eaton Tje18@live.com CT US
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"park5050@icloud.com" <park5050@icloud.com>

From: "park5050@icloud.com" <park5050@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:01:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Miller park5050@icloud.com CA US

"park5050@icloud.com" <park5050@icloud.com>

From: "park5050@icloud.com" <park5050@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:07:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Miller park5050@icloud.com US
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"drsunday@lapoflove.com" <drsunday@lapoflove.com>

From: "drsunday@lapoflove.com" <drsunday@lapoflove.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:02:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janespinney@comcast.net" <janespinney@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:00:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janellelacerva@gmail.com" <janellelacerva@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:00:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janelle Lacerva janellelacerva@gmail.com
US
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"shellymaymay1@gmail.com" <shellymaymay1@gmail.com>

From: "shellymaymay1@gmail.com" <shellymaymay1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 18:00:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelly Simmons shellymaymay1@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bexxter97@gmail.com" <bexxter97@gmail.com>

From: "bexxter97@gmail.com" <bexxter97@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:58:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Becky Hickle bexxter97@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"odalis.f.lucero@gmail.com" <odalis.f.lucero@gmail.com>

From: "odalis.f.lucero@gmail.com" <odalis.f.lucero@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:56:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com" <aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com>

From: "aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com" <aliciafreirehidalgo@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:54:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jib196200@gmail.com" <jib196200@gmail.com>

From: "jib196200@gmail.com" <jib196200@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:47:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Bellinger jib196200@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"greentree18@msn.com" <greentree18@msn.com>

From: "greentree18@msn.com" <greentree18@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:43:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S. Urton greentree18@msn.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"x@x.com" <x@x.com>

From: "x@x.com" <x@x.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:40:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "frankjackmcb@comcast.net" <frankjackmcb@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:38:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "maharbison@msn.com" <maharbison@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:33:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:33:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Veronica Hay
countrygardenandtree@gmail.com US
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"adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com" <adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com>

From: "adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com"
<adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:31:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adrian Shiva adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com
TT
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"campvolunteer@charter.net" <campvolunteer@charter.net>

From: "campvolunteer@charter.net" <campvolunteer@charter.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:17:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cagorl@bellsouth.net" <cagorl@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:17:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"doris@jwcounsel.com" <doris@jwcounsel.com>

From: "doris@jwcounsel.com" <doris@jwcounsel.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:12:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"tlb1996@live.com" <tlb1996@live.com>

From: "tlb1996@live.com" <tlb1996@live.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:12:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Taylor Barton tlb1996@live.com US
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"chya.d@comcast.net" <chya.d@comcast.net>

From: "chya.d@comcast.net" <chya.d@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:04:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "eveliasosa@excite.com" <eveliasosa@excite.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:52:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "koscharn@suddenlink.net" <koscharn@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:42:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "efecats@gmail.com" <efecats@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:42:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "scott.jo@att.net" <scott.jo@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:37:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne McMillan scott.jo@att.net US
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"marciamueller0000@gmail.com" <marciamueller0000@gmail.com>

From: "marciamueller0000@gmail.com"
<marciamueller0000@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:31:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcia Mueller
marciamueller0000@gmail.com US
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"southernbird@me.com" <southernbird@me.com>

From: "southernbird@me.com" <southernbird@me.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:30:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rabbitalliesct@optonline.net" <rabbitalliesct@optonline.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:29:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Davidmaillet91@gmail.com" <Davidmaillet91@gmail.com>

From: "Davidmaillet91@gmail.com" <Davidmaillet91@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:25:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Maillet Davidmaillet91@gmail.com CA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roxanamoyac@gmail.com" <roxanamoyac@gmail.com>

From: "roxanamoyac@gmail.com" <roxanamoyac@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:25:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"alainmmoscoso@gmail.com" <alainmmoscoso@gmail.com>

From: "alainmmoscoso@gmail.com" <alainmmoscoso@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:21:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mpetson@hotmail.com" <mpetson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:16:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: mpetson@hotmail.com

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

"monidterra@hotmail.com" <monidterra@hotmail.com>

From: "monidterra@hotmail.com" <monidterra@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:15:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"carolyn2368@cox.net" <carolyn2368@cox.net>

From: "carolyn2368@cox.net" <carolyn2368@cox.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:11:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, carolyn suchenicz carolyn2368@cox.net CT
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mb.peters@comcast.net" <mb.peters@comcast.net>

From: "mb.peters@comcast.net" <mb.peters@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:09:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sohanmonk@gmail.com" <sohanmonk@gmail.com>

From: "sohanmonk@gmail.com" <sohanmonk@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:08:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"misssarahrussell@gmail.com" <misssarahrussell@gmail.com>

From: "misssarahrussell@gmail.com" <misssarahrussell@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:04:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sarah russell misssarahrussell@gmail.com
DE GB
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"wolverine102@gmx.com" <wolverine102@gmx.com>

From: "wolverine102@gmx.com" <wolverine102@gmx.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:01:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julianne Travis wolverine102@gmx.com US
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"lisa.simmerman@gmail.com" <lisa.simmerman@gmail.com>

From: "lisa.simmerman@gmail.com" <lisa.simmerman@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:00:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:58:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bnsmassey@charter.net" <bnsmassey@charter.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:54:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: bnsmassey@charter.net

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

From: "cmilkey@comcast.net" <cmilkey@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:52:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Milkey cmilkey@comcast.net US
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"Giovo1sil@hotmail.com" <Giovo1sil@hotmail.com>

From: "Giovo1sil@hotmail.com" <Giovo1sil@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:48:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Silvana Giovo Giovo1sil@hotmail.com AL AR
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"Karinbishop@comcast.net" <Karinbishop@comcast.net>

From: "Karinbishop@comcast.net" <Karinbishop@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:46:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sdail@suddenlink.net" <sdail@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:45:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Simone Dail sdail@suddenlink.net US
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"Irene.charles256@gmail.com" <Irene.charles256@gmail.com>

From: "Irene.charles256@gmail.com" <Irene.charles256@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:44:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irene Charles Irene.charles256@gmail.com
AK US
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"Tmlnms23@gmail.com" <Tmlnms23@gmail.com>

From: "Tmlnms23@gmail.com" <Tmlnms23@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:40:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tammy Moss Tmlnms23@gmail.com US
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"ugotnancyp@cox.net" <ugotnancyp@cox.net>

From: "ugotnancyp@cox.net" <ugotnancyp@cox.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:35:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Partin ugotnancyp@cox.net US
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"vgaleano98@gmail.com" <vgaleano98@gmail.com>

From: "vgaleano98@gmail.com" <vgaleano98@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:26:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vanessa Galeano vgaleano98@gmail.com
US
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"barberdiaz@gmail.com" <barberdiaz@gmail.com>

From: "barberdiaz@gmail.com" <barberdiaz@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:21:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "chris@tiffconinc.com" <chris@tiffconinc.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:19:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "petecpray@gmail.com" <petecpray@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:17:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lisamaehenry@gmail.com" <lisamaehenry@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:15:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bentley@mybluelight.com" <bentley@mybluelight.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:12:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheri Bentley bentley@mybluelight.com US
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"jsconn5@gmail.com" <jsconn5@gmail.com>

From: "jsconn5@gmail.com" <jsconn5@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:07:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Connolly jsconn5@gmail.com US
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"jenncharvat@gmail.com" <jenncharvat@gmail.com>

From: "jenncharvat@gmail.com" <jenncharvat@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenn Charvat jenncharvat@gmail.com US
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"rlent4@gmail.com" <rlent4@gmail.com>

From: "rlent4@gmail.com" <rlent4@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:46:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, W.J. Lent rlent4@gmail.com AZ US
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"T.graf@comcast.net" <T.graf@comcast.net>

From: "T.graf@comcast.net" <T.graf@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:45:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Graf T.graf@comcast.net IL US
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"paulettek437@gmail.com" <paulettek437@gmail.com>

From: "paulettek437@gmail.com" <paulettek437@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:44:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paulette Kaplan paulettek437@gmail.com
US
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"caraemartin@me.com" <caraemartin@me.com>

From: "caraemartin@me.com" <caraemartin@me.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:42:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ftalbottak@gmail.com" <ftalbottak@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:39:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"e.ashby96@gmail.com" <e.ashby96@gmail.com>

From: "e.ashby96@gmail.com" <e.ashby96@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:39:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Ashby e.ashby96@gmail.com US
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"carrie41288@gmail.com" <carrie41288@gmail.com>

From: "carrie41288@gmail.com" <carrie41288@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:19:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Ennis carrie41288@gmail.com US

"carrie41288@gmail.com" <carrie41288@gmail.com>

From: "carrie41288@gmail.com" <carrie41288@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:37:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Ennis carrie41288@gmail.com US
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"Nrose@hotmail.com" <Nrose@hotmail.com>

From: "Nrose@hotmail.com" <Nrose@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:35:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cbcowellokc@gmail.com" <cbcowellokc@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:28:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Cowell cbcowellokc@gmail.com US
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"boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net" <boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net>

From: "boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net" <boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:02:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, deborah boyd boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net
TN US
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"Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com" <Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com>

From: "Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com" <Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:01:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Harrison Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com
US
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"Eidos34@gmail.com" <Eidos34@gmail.com>

From: "Eidos34@gmail.com" <Eidos34@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:00:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joel Nicolas Eidos34@gmail.com AZ US
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"peachcrystal1@gmail.com" <peachcrystal1@gmail.com>

From: "peachcrystal1@gmail.com" <peachcrystal1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Earley peachcrystal1@gmail.com US
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"jemery712@gmail.com" <jemery712@gmail.com>

From: "jemery712@gmail.com" <jemery712@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:52:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Justin Emery jemery712@gmail.com US
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"susan.shepanek@gmail.com" <susan.shepanek@gmail.com>

From: "susan.shepanek@gmail.com" <susan.shepanek@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:51:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). I speak
from Madison, Wisconsin, and I stand by these words herein. As proposed, the council would be
a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or
otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations
or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Shepanek
susan.shepanek@gmail.com US
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"pbush1@comcast.net" <pbush1@comcast.net>

From: "pbush1@comcast.net" <pbush1@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:51:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Bush pbush1@comcast.net NJ US
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"rmackenroth@stanfordalumni.org" <rmackenroth@stanfordalumni.org>

From: "rmackenroth@stanfordalumni.org"
<rmackenroth@stanfordalumni.org>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:51:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "artmaker@maqs.net" <artmaker@maqs.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:50:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"carolinwonderland101@gmail.com" <carolinwonderland101@gmail.com>

From: "carolinwonderland101@gmail.com"
<carolinwonderland101@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:47:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, carol cummins
carolinwonderland101@gmail.com IE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Sylviearch@gmail.com" <Sylviearch@gmail.com>

From: "Sylviearch@gmail.com" <Sylviearch@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:44:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Ohmassnj@gmail.com" <Ohmassnj@gmail.com>

From: "Ohmassnj@gmail.com" <Ohmassnj@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:41:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mjsomville46@gmail.com" <mjsomville46@gmail.com>

From: "mjsomville46@gmail.com" <mjsomville46@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:38:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie-Jeanne Somville
mjsomville46@gmail.com BE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeneferlass@gmail.com" <jeneferlass@gmail.com>

From: "jeneferlass@gmail.com" <jeneferlass@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:36:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "riseronald@hotmail.com" <riseronald@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:36:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Vix.evans@gmail.com" <Vix.evans@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Vix.evans@gmail.com

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

From: "usnabrother@gmail.com" <usnabrother@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:29:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "drkarlpavlov@gmail.com" <drkarlpavlov@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:29:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Pamelabacon@hotmail.com" <Pamelabacon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:28:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Bacon Pamelabacon@hotmail.com
PA US
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"tc1917@yandex.com" <tc1917@yandex.com>

From: "tc1917@yandex.com" <tc1917@yandex.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:24:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Traian Cainaru tc1917@yandex.com US
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"kbmb4422@charter.net" <kbmb4422@charter.net>

From: "kbmb4422@charter.net" <kbmb4422@charter.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:23:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathryn Brown kbmb4422@charter.net MO
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maandpabaus@windstream.net" <maandpabaus@windstream.net>

From: "maandpabaus@windstream.net"
<maandpabaus@windstream.net>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:21:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mash.mojo88@gmail.com" <mash.mojo88@gmail.com>

From: "mash.mojo88@gmail.com" <mash.mojo88@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Hosts mash.mojo88@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kwatlecha@shaw.ca" <kwatlecha@shaw.ca>

From: "kwatlecha@shaw.ca" <kwatlecha@shaw.ca>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:13:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"robynlutsky@gmail.com" <robynlutsky@gmail.com>

From: "robynlutsky@gmail.com" <robynlutsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:08:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sue.page@live.co.uk" <sue.page@live.co.uk>

From: "sue.page@live.co.uk" <sue.page@live.co.uk>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:07:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Page sue.page@live.co.uk GB
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"sija1810@gmail.com" <sija1810@gmail.com>

From: "sija1810@gmail.com" <sija1810@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:05:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sija Sur sija1810@gmail.com HR
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"Lorijademcd@gmail.com" <Lorijademcd@gmail.com>

From: "Lorijademcd@gmail.com" <Lorijademcd@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:05:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Mc Donald Lorijademcd@gmail.com ZA
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"k9wagon@gmail.com" <k9wagon@gmail.com>

From: "k9wagon@gmail.com" <k9wagon@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:04:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: k9wagon@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Randle k9wagon@gmail.com NV
US
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"romar5789@gmail.com" <romar5789@gmail.com>

From: "romar5789@gmail.com" <romar5789@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:59:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rossana Marcotte romar5789@gmail.com
MA US
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"matthews.michelle16@gmail.com" <matthews.michelle16@gmail.com>

From: "matthews.michelle16@gmail.com"
<matthews.michelle16@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:57:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Matthews
matthews.michelle16@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandra.brennan@gmx.com" <sandra.brennan@gmx.com>

From: "sandra.brennan@gmx.com" <sandra.brennan@gmx.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:56:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"walterchamilton@bellsouth.net" <walterchamilton@bellsouth.net>

From: "walterchamilton@bellsouth.net" <walterchamilton@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:54:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mark@rootsrealty.com" <mark@rootsrealty.com>

From: "mark@rootsrealty.com" <mark@rootsrealty.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mcw_racer@hotmail.com" <mcw_racer@hotmail.com>

From: "mcw_racer@hotmail.com" <mcw_racer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:44:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"wpwoods19@carolina.rr.com" <wpwoods19@carolina.rr.com>

From: "wpwoods19@carolina.rr.com" <wpwoods19@carolina.rr.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:41:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peggy Woods wpwoods19@carolina.rr.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"reb99@me.com" <reb99@me.com>

From: "reb99@me.com" <reb99@me.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:37:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Kosbab reb99@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cohendc@comcast.net" <cohendc@comcast.net>

From: "cohendc@comcast.net" <cohendc@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"msmonty@optonline.net" <msmonty@optonline.net>

From: "msmonty@optonline.net" <msmonty@optonline.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:35:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Kerry.sawyer@twc.com" <Kerry.sawyer@twc.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:34:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Kerry Sawyer Lee’s Summit, MO 64063 Sincerely, Kerry
Sawyer Kerry.sawyer@twc.com MO US
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"deb57and@gmail.com" <deb57and@gmail.com>

From: "deb57and@gmail.com" <deb57and@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:33:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Anderson deb57and@gmail.com US
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"Helensylvan@gmail.com" <Helensylvan@gmail.com>

From: "Helensylvan@gmail.com" <Helensylvan@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:31:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Sylvan Helensylvan@gmail.com US
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"iann281.mi@gmail.com" <iann281.mi@gmail.com>

From: "iann281.mi@gmail.com" <iann281.mi@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:31:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary i. iann281.mi@gmail.com US
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"lisa.lendl-lander@emerson.com" <lisa.lendl-lander@emerson.com>

From: "lisa.lendl-lander@emerson.com" <lisa.lendl-
lander@emerson.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:28:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "haydenkaden@gmail.com" <haydenkaden@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:29:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hayden Kaden haydenkaden@gmail.com US
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"gamat68@hotmail.com" <gamat68@hotmail.com>

From: "gamat68@hotmail.com" <gamat68@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:25:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: gamat68@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gaetano Amato gamat68@hotmail.com FL
US
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"mclean1098@hotmail.com" <mclean1098@hotmail.com>

From: "mclean1098@hotmail.com" <mclean1098@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:20:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather McLean mclean1098@hotmail.com
US
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"sondrapickering@msn.com" <sondrapickering@msn.com>

From: "sondrapickering@msn.com" <sondrapickering@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:19:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"nabrowne@eckerd.edu" <nabrowne@eckerd.edu>

From: "nabrowne@eckerd.edu" <nabrowne@eckerd.edu>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:19:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



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

From: "joycelrossel@gmail.com" <joycelrossel@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:39:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"joycelrossel@gmail.com" <joycelrossel@gmail.com>

From: "joycelrossel@gmail.com" <joycelrossel@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:16:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mlhawkins@insight.rr.com" <mlhawkins@insight.rr.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:12:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Louise Hawkins
mlhawkins@insight.rr.com OH US
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"wnaturenut46@gmail.com" <wnaturenut46@gmail.com>

From: "wnaturenut46@gmail.com" <wnaturenut46@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:02:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, wanda sisum wnaturenut46@gmail.com US
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"mwz13@att.net" <mwz13@att.net>

From: "mwz13@att.net" <mwz13@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:56:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Ziem mwz13@att.net US
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"uttmost@live.com" <uttmost@live.com>

From: "uttmost@live.com" <uttmost@live.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:55:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"gayatridevi@earthart.org" <gayatridevi@earthart.org>

From: "gayatridevi@earthart.org" <gayatridevi@earthart.org>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:54:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey McCulloch gayatridevi@earthart.org
CO US
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"benai10@comcast.net" <benai10@comcast.net>

From: "benai10@comcast.net" <benai10@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:51:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Benai Benai benai10@comcast.net OR US
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"Barbskee@gmail.com" <Barbskee@gmail.com>

From: "Barbskee@gmail.com" <Barbskee@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:48:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"catwomen@midco.net" <catwomen@midco.net>

From: "catwomen@midco.net" <catwomen@midco.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:48:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane/margaret Marsalis/catches
catwomen@midco.net US
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"cgreen1019@gmail.com" <cgreen1019@gmail.com>

From: "cgreen1019@gmail.com" <cgreen1019@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:45:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christian Green cgreen1019@gmail.com US
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"demmywench@gmail.com" <demmywench@gmail.com>

From: "demmywench@gmail.com" <demmywench@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:43:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Hawkins Ltracyhawkins@gmail.com
CA US
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"mfenton74@live.com" <mfenton74@live.com>

From: "mfenton74@live.com" <mfenton74@live.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:39:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcie Fenton mfenton74@live.com US
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"suwonbill@hotmail.com" <suwonbill@hotmail.com>

From: "suwonbill@hotmail.com" <suwonbill@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:33:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Bennett suwonbill@hotmail.com WA
US
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"citywolf27@gmail.com" <citywolf27@gmail.com>

From: "citywolf27@gmail.com" <citywolf27@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:31:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amanda Love citywolf27@gmail.com CA US
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"slharper788@gmail.com" <slharper788@gmail.com>

From: "slharper788@gmail.com" <slharper788@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:23:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephany Haesaert slharper788@gmail.com
US
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"dmitryl@hotmail.com" <dmitryl@hotmail.com>

From: "dmitryl@hotmail.com" <dmitryl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:22:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "patsbutton@hotmail.com" <patsbutton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:20:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Jacqueline.paduano@gmail.com"
<Jacqueline.paduano@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:08:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Paduano
Jacqueline.paduano@gmail.com NY US
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"cjim0531@gmail.com" <cjim0531@gmail.com>

From: "cjim0531@gmail.com" <cjim0531@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:00:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chante Jimenez cjim0531@gmail.com US
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"GOLICK@EFN.ORG" <GOLICK@efn.org>

From: "GOLICK@EFN.ORG" <GOLICK@efn.org>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:59:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JAN GOLICK GOLICK@EFN.ORG OR US
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"nascar82@comcast.net" <nascar82@comcast.net>

From: "nascar82@comcast.net" <nascar82@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:58:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianne Schuldt nascar82@comcast.net US
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"djhammer_81@msn.com" <djhammer_81@msn.com>

From: "djhammer_81@msn.com" <djhammer_81@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:57:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dorothy Hammer djhammer_81@msn.com
US
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"terepetersen@hotmail.com" <terepetersen@hotmail.com>

From: "terepetersen@hotmail.com" <terepetersen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:55:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hannah.vodinh@gmail.com" <hannah.vodinh@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:54:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "andreaytoth@gmail.com" <andreaytoth@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:48:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Toth andreaytoth@gmail.com CA US
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"lawler3369@msn.com" <lawler3369@msn.com>

From: "lawler3369@msn.com" <lawler3369@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:48:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Lawler lawler3369@msn.com MT US
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"melvinamy6789@gmail.com" <melvinamy6789@gmail.com>

From: "melvinamy6789@gmail.com" <melvinamy6789@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:39:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Melvin melvinamy6789@gmail.com TX
US
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"cariad2005@hotmail.com" <cariad2005@hotmail.com>

From: "cariad2005@hotmail.com" <cariad2005@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:39:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Morgan cariad2005@hotmail.com GB
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"rpaolucci27@comcast.net" <rpaolucci27@comcast.net>

From: "rpaolucci27@comcast.net" <rpaolucci27@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rick Paolucci rpaolucci27@comcast.net PA
US
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"margaretmpooler@gmail.com" <margaretmpooler@gmail.com>

From: "margaretmpooler@gmail.com" <margaretmpooler@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:34:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Pooler
margaretmpooler@gmail.com US
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"buitrond1@bellsouth.net" <buitrond1@bellsouth.net>

From: "buitrond1@bellsouth.net" <buitrond1@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:30:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heidi Buitron buitrond1@bellsouth.net US
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"ecoropace@gmail.com" <ecoropace@gmail.com>

From: "ecoropace@gmail.com" <ecoropace@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:29:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "korine.karukera@orange.fr" <korine.karukera@orange.fr>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "chaitu.kimboslice@gmail.com" <chaitu.kimboslice@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:22:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "glenysfon@btinternet.com" <glenysfon@btinternet.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:18:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gertalbertse@gmail.com" <gertalbertse@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:14:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dianambulgarelli@gmail.com" <dianambulgarelli@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:13:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "shomat@comcast.net" <shomat@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:12:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cszebra@msn.com" <cszebra@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:13:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"famschwarz@comcast.net" <famschwarz@comcast.net>

From: "famschwarz@comcast.net" <famschwarz@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:13:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "black-rose@mindspring.com" <black-rose@mindspring.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:11:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"amypmathews@hotmail.com" <amypmathews@hotmail.com>

From: "amypmathews@hotmail.com" <amypmathews@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:07:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"atosmi248@gmail.com" <atosmi248@gmail.com>

From: "atosmi248@gmail.com" <atosmi248@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:03:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Douglas Rosenthal atosmi248@gmail.com
US
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"block.barbara@gmail.com" <block.barbara@gmail.com>

From: "block.barbara@gmail.com" <block.barbara@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:02:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "denisekremlick@att.net" <denisekremlick@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:02:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tanyaterekhova@alumni.usc.edu"
<tanyaterekhova@alumni.usc.edu>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:01:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tatiana Mandel
tanyaterekhova@alumni.usc.edu MA US
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"nancyharris58@gmail.com" <nancyharris58@gmail.com>

From: "nancyharris58@gmail.com" <nancyharris58@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:58:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Harris nancyharris58@gmail.com CT
US



Conversation Contents
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"jgnbldr@comcast.net" <jgnbldr@comcast.net>

From: "jgnbldr@comcast.net" <jgnbldr@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:57:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "h.ileana@comcast.net" <h.ileana@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:53:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:47:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jordansmom.young@hotmail.com"
<jordansmom.young@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:42:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cbulicek@juno.com" <cbulicek@juno.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:35:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathryn Bulicek cbulicek@juno.com US
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"happee_4u@hotmail.com" <happee_4u@hotmail.com>

From: "happee_4u@hotmail.com" <happee_4u@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:46:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melinda Encinas happee_4u@hotmail.com
US

"Happee_4u@hotmail.com" <Happee_4u@hotmail.com>

From: "Happee_4u@hotmail.com" <Happee_4u@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:32:32 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melinda Encinas Happee_4u@hotmail.com
CA US
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"michellaka@gmail.com" <michellaka@gmail.com>

From: "michellaka@gmail.com" <michellaka@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:31:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "heather.schreck@gmail.com" <heather.schreck@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:22:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lirajohnson@hotmail.com" <lirajohnson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:22:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lira Johnson lirajohnson@hotmail.com US
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"robyn.renee11@gmail.com" <robyn.renee11@gmail.com>

From: "robyn.renee11@gmail.com" <robyn.renee11@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:21:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robyn Renee robyn.renee11@gmail.com US
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"pdixonlcsw@gmail.com" <pdixonlcsw@gmail.com>

From: "pdixonlcsw@gmail.com" <pdixonlcsw@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:20:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sknopper@gmail.com" <sknopper@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:18:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"pharlane@comcast.net" <pharlane@comcast.net>

From: "pharlane@comcast.net" <pharlane@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:15:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ronda.wilde@gmail.com" <ronda.wilde@gmail.com>

From: "ronda.wilde@gmail.com" <ronda.wilde@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:13:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"cjhanderson@gmail.com" <cjhanderson@gmail.com>

From: "cjhanderson@gmail.com" <cjhanderson@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:10:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Adrianaantonello@Hotmail.com" <Adrianaantonello@hotmail.com>

From: "Adrianaantonello@Hotmail.com"
<Adrianaantonello@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:07:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ariannasiegel@comcast.net" <ariannasiegel@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:06:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "elisabetta.flematti@gmail.com" <elisabetta.flematti@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:06:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: elisabetta.flematti@gmail.com

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

From: "lindarndt@comcast.net" <lindarndt@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:04:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda48 Arndt lindarndt@comcast.net US
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"celsound57@gmail.com" <celsound57@gmail.com>

From: "celsound57@gmail.com" <celsound57@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:02:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Lee celsound57@gmail.com US
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"fturcatti9@gmail.com" <fturcatti9@gmail.com>

From: "fturcatti9@gmail.com" <fturcatti9@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:59:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francesca Turcatti fturcatti9@gmail.com US
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"rprusky@nycap.rr.com" <rprusky@nycap.rr.com>

From: "rprusky@nycap.rr.com" <rprusky@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:58:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Becker rprusky@nycap.rr.com US
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"felpet20@gmail.com" <felpet20@gmail.com>

From: "felpet20@gmail.com" <felpet20@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:54:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Felicia Sunderland felpet20@gmail.com US
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"sharontrot55@icloud.com" <sharontrot55@icloud.com>

From: "sharontrot55@icloud.com" <sharontrot55@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:54:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Hunter sharontrot55@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"avillalon@austin.rr.com" <avillalon@austin.rr.com>

From: "avillalon@austin.rr.com" <avillalon@austin.rr.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:52:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"bigfrog6@hotmail.com" <bigfrog6@hotmail.com>

From: "bigfrog6@hotmail.com" <bigfrog6@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:48:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Arns bigfrog6@hotmail.com US
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"katzbin@live.fr" <katzbin@live.fr>

From: "katzbin@live.fr" <katzbin@live.fr>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:46:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rmyow@hotmail.com" <rmyow@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:41:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"joyce.balancingact@gmail.com" <joyce.balancingact@gmail.com>

From: "joyce.balancingact@gmail.com"
<joyce.balancingact@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:35:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Kelly joyce.balancingact@gmail.com
US
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"marthaellison1@gmail.com" <marthaellison1@gmail.com>

From: "marthaellison1@gmail.com" <marthaellison1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:28:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Ellison marthaellison1@gmail.com
US
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"larrdd@hotmail.com" <larrdd@hotmail.com>

From: "larrdd@hotmail.com" <larrdd@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:28:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "krfone@msn.com" <krfone@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:25:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "riseronald@hotmail.com" <riseronald@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:25:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ronald Schlesinger riseronald@hotmail.com
US
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"arapimoo1@gmail.com" <arapimoo1@gmail.com>

From: "arapimoo1@gmail.com" <arapimoo1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:22:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Audrey Love arapimoo1@gmail.com US
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"pretty-75639@mypacks.net" <pretty-75639@mypacks.net>

From: "pretty-75639@mypacks.net" <pretty-75639@mypacks.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Izzo pretty-75639@mypacks.net CO
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"antoinette.ibanes96@orange.fr" <antoinette.ibanes96@orange.fr>

From: "antoinette.ibanes96@orange.fr"
<antoinette.ibanes96@orange.fr>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:20:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Antoinette Ibanès
antoinette.ibanes96@orange.fr US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gaharrah1@gmail.com" <gaharrah1@gmail.com>

From: "gaharrah1@gmail.com" <gaharrah1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:18:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gayle A'Harrah gaharrah1@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Reamescm@gmail.com" <Reamescm@gmail.com>

From: "Reamescm@gmail.com" <Reamescm@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:17:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"li.katsarou7@gmail.com" <li.katsarou7@gmail.com>

From: "li.katsarou7@gmail.com" <li.katsarou7@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:16:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Litsa Katsarou li.katsarou7@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"arjawhite@gmail.com" <arjawhite@gmail.com>

From: "arjawhite@gmail.com" <arjawhite@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:12:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"katspurr@bellsouth.net" <katspurr@bellsouth.net>

From: "katspurr@bellsouth.net" <katspurr@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:09:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jedijim67@gmail.com" <jedijim67@gmail.com>

From: "jedijim67@gmail.com" <jedijim67@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:04:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Duellman jedijim67@gmail.com PA
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alyssamd07@gmail.com" <alyssamd07@gmail.com>

From: "alyssamd07@gmail.com" <alyssamd07@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:04:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alyssa Davis alyssamd07@gmail.com US
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"ellenleary@gmail.com" <ellenleary@gmail.com>

From: "ellenleary@gmail.com" <ellenleary@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:04:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cindycetrulo@optimum.net" <cindycetrulo@optimum.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:03:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Cetrulo cindycetrulo@optimum.net US
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"rsargent116@comcast.net" <rsargent116@comcast.net>

From: "rsargent116@comcast.net" <rsargent116@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 08:00:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Sargent rsargent116@comcast.net
US
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"dottavian@hartford.edu" <dottavian@hartford.edu>

From: "dottavian@hartford.edu" <dottavian@hartford.edu>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:55:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "donnalkovarik@comcast.net" <donnalkovarik@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:56:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "black-rose@mindspring.com" <black-rose@mindspring.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:51:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Robinson black-rose@mindspring.com
US
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"2001cooker@gmail.com" <2001cooker@gmail.com>

From: "2001cooker@gmail.com" <2001cooker@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:49:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Prior 2001cooker@gmail.com US
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"prouse@free.fr" <prouse@free.fr>

From: "prouse@free.fr" <prouse@free.fr>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:38:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, yo pere prouse@free.fr FR
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"timlaurent333@gmail.com" <timlaurent333@gmail.com>

From: "timlaurent333@gmail.com" <timlaurent333@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:30:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Timothy Laurent timlaurent333@gmail.com
LA US
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"Pbreci@hotmail.com" <Pbreci@hotmail.com>

From: "Pbreci@hotmail.com" <Pbreci@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:28:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Breci Pbreci@hotmail.com NV US
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"sethorne60@gmail.com" <sethorne60@gmail.com>

From: "sethorne60@gmail.com" <sethorne60@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:24:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Thorne sethorne60@gmail.com US
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"corrigan@cmll.msstate.edu" <corrigan@cmll.msstate.edu>

From: "corrigan@cmll.msstate.edu" <corrigan@cmll.msstate.edu>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:24:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dnasnider@frontier.com" <dnasnider@frontier.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:21:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana and Nelda Snider
dnasnider@frontier.com US
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"rhiannon827@hotmail.com" <rhiannon827@hotmail.com>

From: "rhiannon827@hotmail.com" <rhiannon827@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:19:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rhiannon Allmandinger
rhiannon827@hotmail.com US
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"kristensart@gmail.com" <kristensart@gmail.com>

From: "kristensart@gmail.com" <kristensart@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:17:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "francesyvonne@hotmail.com" <francesyvonne@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:10:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that
truommunities that live in and around their habitats. ly improve wildlife populations or benefit the
c By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that
trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects
of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more
harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for
promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific
evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such
evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of
Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. Sincerely, Frances Forrest
francesyvonne@hotmail.com AL MX
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"biancamartina@web.de" <biancamartina@web.de>

From: "biancamartina@web.de" <biancamartina@web.de>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:10:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jim.tambini@gmail.com" <jim.tambini@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:08:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Matthias.roeder@posteo.de" <Matthias.roeder@posteo.de>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:06:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthias Röder Matthias.roeder@posteo.de
CI
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"bdrab3481@gmail.com" <bdrab3481@gmail.com>

From: "bdrab3481@gmail.com" <bdrab3481@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:05:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill Drabik bdrab3481@gmail.com US
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"ballkls83@gmail.com" <ballkls83@gmail.com>

From: "ballkls83@gmail.com" <ballkls83@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:53:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristi Ball ballkls83@gmail.com US
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"gerdadinkla@kpnmail.nl" <gerdadinkla@kpnmail.nl>

From: "gerdadinkla@kpnmail.nl" <gerdadinkla@kpnmail.nl>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:52:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "thelablady@gmail.com" <thelablady@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:43:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "amayashah@gmail.com" <amayashah@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:44:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "librykat@hotmail.com" <librykat@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:43:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Blair librykat@hotmail.com CA US
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"joannaleah13069@gmail.com" <joannaleah13069@gmail.com>

From: "joannaleah13069@gmail.com" <joannaleah13069@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:43:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanna Hollis joannaleah13069@gmail.com
US
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"bebyboludo@gmail.com" <bebyboludo@gmail.com>

From: "bebyboludo@gmail.com" <bebyboludo@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:34:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "brendan.decaires@gmail.com" <brendan.decaires@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:28:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gailmatemwe@gmail.com" <gailmatemwe@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:28:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "betteannbinstead@gmail.com" <betteannbinstead@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:20:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cljclj@hotmail.com" <cljclj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:19:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katebuddy@usiwireless.com" <katebuddy@usiwireless.com>

From: "katebuddy@usiwireless.com" <katebuddy@usiwireless.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:09:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Blau katebuddy@usiwireless.com US
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"Love4bigcats@gmail.com" <Love4bigcats@gmail.com>

From: "Love4bigcats@gmail.com" <Love4bigcats@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:08:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elena Louvros Love4bigcats@gmail.com FL
US
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"sandyl18@juno.com" <sandyl18@juno.com>

From: "sandyl18@juno.com" <sandyl18@juno.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:03:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Lewandoski sandyl18@juno.com US
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"Vincenza65@live.nl" <Vincenza65@live.nl>

From: "Vincenza65@live.nl" <Vincenza65@live.nl>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:00:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Enza Di napoli Vincenza65@live.nl NL
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"Ljdcabin46@msn.com" <Ljdcabin46@msn.com>

From: "Ljdcabin46@msn.com" <Ljdcabin46@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:59:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Dow Ljdcabin46@msn.com AZ US
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"btiejr@gmail.com" <btiejr@gmail.com>

From: "btiejr@gmail.com" <btiejr@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:54:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "adventuregear@cytanet.com.cy"
<adventuregear@cytanet.com.cy>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:52:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"shondah@comcast.net" <shondah@comcast.net>

From: "shondah@comcast.net" <shondah@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:46:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jcolumbus@hotmail.com" <jcolumbus@hotmail.com>

From: "jcolumbus@hotmail.com" <jcolumbus@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:44:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dsoto@job-dog.com" <dsoto@job-dog.com>

From: "dsoto@job-dog.com" <dsoto@job-dog.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:38:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"chantal.dehondt@hotmail.fr" <chantal.dehondt@hotmail.fr>

From: "chantal.dehondt@hotmail.fr" <chantal.dehondt@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:38:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: chantal.dehondt@hotmail.fr

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

"neatpit@gmail.com" <neatpit@gmail.com>

From: "neatpit@gmail.com" <neatpit@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:28:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"hollyappleby97@gmail.com" <hollyappleby97@gmail.com>

From: "hollyappleby97@gmail.com" <hollyappleby97@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:18:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Holly Appleby hollyappleby97@gmail.com
GB



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kiwizchris@gmail.com" <kiwizchris@gmail.com>

From: "kiwizchris@gmail.com" <kiwizchris@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:18:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Walz kiwizchris@gmail.com US
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"lyoneda13@gmail.com" <lyoneda13@gmail.com>

From: "lyoneda13@gmail.com" <lyoneda13@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:06:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lesley Yoneda lyoneda13@gmail.com GB
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"anoukvandamme1964@hotmail.com"
<anoukvandamme1964@hotmail.com>

From: "anoukvandamme1964@hotmail.com"
<anoukvandamme1964@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:00:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anouk Van Damme
anoukvandamme1964@hotmail.com BE
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"Mleticiadiniz@gmail.com" <Mleticiadiniz@gmail.com>

From: "Mleticiadiniz@gmail.com" <Mleticiadiniz@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:56:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Mleticiadiniz@gmail.com

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"scampbell@tribute.ca" <scampbell@tribute.ca>

From: "scampbell@tribute.ca" <scampbell@tribute.ca>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:52:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ginahenrichon@gmail.com" <ginahenrichon@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:51:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "weldon.r.williams@gmail.com" <weldon.r.williams@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:47:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lary@larymckee.com" <lary@larymckee.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:45:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mguevaraj@hotmail.es" <mguevaraj@hotmail.es>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:42:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Jelemongello@msn.com" <Jelemongello@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:38:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ronanmckeon@hotmail.com" <ronanmckeon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:31:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: ronanmckeon@hotmail.com

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

From: "Kirsti.larsen@gmail.com" <Kirsti.larsen@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:17:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Kirst.larsen@gmail.com" <Kirst.larsen@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:17:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lucia.samaras@gmail.com" <lucia.samaras@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:12:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tiniparedis@gmail.com" <tiniparedis@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:11:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Krlambie@gmail.com" <Krlambie@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Lambie Krlambie@gmail.com GA US
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Mivenza23@hotmail.com

"Mivenza23@hotmail.com" <Mivenza23@hotmail.com>

From: "Mivenza23@hotmail.com" <Mivenza23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:55:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Mivenza23@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vincenza Ferlisi Mivenza23@hotmail.com DE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"magickhours@gmail.com" <magickhours@gmail.com>

From: "magickhours@gmail.com" <magickhours@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:49:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Laurel Brewer magickhours@gmail.com CA US
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"lanilang61@gmail.com" <lanilang61@gmail.com>

From: "lanilang61@gmail.com" <lanilang61@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:43:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leanne Lang lanilang61@gmail.com AU
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sammarye@gmail.com" <sammarye@gmail.com>

From: "sammarye@gmail.com" <sammarye@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Deepa.ravindranath@gmail.com" <Deepa.ravindranath@gmail.com>

From: "Deepa.ravindranath@gmail.com"
<Deepa.ravindranath@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:40:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"miriamlagunasfitta@gmail.com" <miriamlagunasfitta@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:40:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "isabellacer@hotmail.com" <isabellacer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:28:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jozef.lesaffre@telenet.be" <jozef.lesaffre@telenet.be>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:27:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rit.scholliers@gmail.com" <rit.scholliers@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Scholliers rit.scholliers@gmail.com BE
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"shelleyabbate56@gmail.com" <shelleyabbate56@gmail.com>

From: "shelleyabbate56@gmail.com" <shelleyabbate56@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:10:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Abbate shelleyabbate56@gmail.com
CA US
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"susanluckman@hotmail.com" <susanluckman@hotmail.com>

From: "susanluckman@hotmail.com" <susanluckman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:09:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Luckman susanluckman@hotmail.com
GB
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"dml101@icloud.com" <dml101@icloud.com>

From: "dml101@icloud.com" <dml101@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:03:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DM L dml101@icloud.com CA US
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"gothicfairyofthefarawaytree@hotmail.com"
<gothicfairyofthefarawaytree@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:03:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"drizztavs@gmail.com" <drizztavs@gmail.com>

From: "drizztavs@gmail.com" <drizztavs@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:52:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "laurie.m.mail@gmail.com" <laurie.m.mail@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:49:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "marietta.m.vanderwerff@gmail.com"
<marietta.m.vanderwerff@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:49:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marietta Van der Werff
marietta.m.vanderwerff@gmail.com ZW
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"Keren1965@gmail.com" <Keren1965@gmail.com>

From: "Keren1965@gmail.com" <Keren1965@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:45:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carilina Vickers haro Keren1965@gmail.com
IL
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"kamsdesilva@gmail.com" <kamsdesilva@gmail.com>

From: "kamsdesilva@gmail.com" <kamsdesilva@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:12:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mahesha Medawela
kamsdesilva@gmail.com LK
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"Cloudy.Brown2@gmail.com" <Cloudy.Brown2@gmail.com>

From: "Cloudy.Brown2@gmail.com" <Cloudy.Brown2@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:06:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudette Brown Cloudy.Brown2@gmail.com
ZA
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"Mandymcl@hotmail.com" <Mandymcl@hotmail.com>

From: "Mandymcl@hotmail.com" <Mandymcl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:01:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "karri@hotmail.com" <karri@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:52:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janine.vinton@mail.com" <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:50:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mlhielckert@gmail.com" <mlhielckert@gmail.com>

From: "mlhielckert@gmail.com" <mlhielckert@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:45:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ajaxkennett@gmail.com" <ajaxkennett@gmail.com>

From: "ajaxkennett@gmail.com" <ajaxkennett@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:32:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"luvic.slegers@gmail.com" <luvic.slegers@gmail.com>

From: "luvic.slegers@gmail.com" <luvic.slegers@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:32:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Luvic Slegers luvic.slegers@gmail.com BE
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"brucelea101@hotmail.com" <brucelea101@hotmail.com>

From: "brucelea101@hotmail.com" <brucelea101@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:29:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leanne Truswell brucelea101@hotmail.com
AR AU



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

From: "nancyrhuff@msn.com" <nancyrhuff@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:29:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Venissajensen@hotmail.com" <Venissajensen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:22:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "irina.zimansky@t-online.de" <irina.zimansky@t-online.de>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:18:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Kdigmon@hotmail.com" <Kdigmon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:14:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nikkifoos@hotmail.com" <nikkifoos@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:11:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nikki Anderson nikkifoos@hotmail.com US
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"7515ca16@opayq.com" <7515ca16@opayq.com>

From: "7515ca16@opayq.com" <7515ca16@opayq.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:08:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sam Mullins 7515ca16@opayq.com US
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"forresrogano@hotmail.com" <forresrogano@hotmail.com>

From: "forresrogano@hotmail.com" <forresrogano@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:08:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "johnpseckel@hotmail.com" <johnpseckel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:04:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Seckel johnpseckel@hotmail.com US
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"isagato66@gmail.com" <isagato66@gmail.com>

From: "isagato66@gmail.com" <isagato66@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 01:03:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, isabel esteve isagato66@gmail.com WI ES
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"mandyldyson@gmail.com" <mandyldyson@gmail.com>

From: "mandyldyson@gmail.com" <mandyldyson@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:46:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, miranda dyson mandyldyson@gmail.com GB
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"simonvouet1@gmail.com" <simonvouet1@gmail.com>

From: "simonvouet1@gmail.com" <simonvouet1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:39:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scott Siegel simonvouet1@gmail.com FL US
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"Bethany.e.joyce@gmail.com" <Bethany.e.joyce@gmail.com>

From: "Bethany.e.joyce@gmail.com" <Bethany.e.joyce@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:39:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rhondaspor@gmail.com" <rhondaspor@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:38:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Gillian.lotheringen@gmail.com" <Gillian.lotheringen@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:36:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dodges.unlimited.inc@gmail.com" <dodges.unlimited.inc@gmail.com>

From: "dodges.unlimited.inc@gmail.com"
<dodges.unlimited.inc@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:34:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ckl@waseda.jp" <ckl@waseda.jp>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:32:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Pascale.frindel@gmail.com" <Pascale.frindel@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:31:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gpm.canler@cegetel.net" <gpm.canler@cegetel.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:31:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:29:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vanessa Hurlimann
Vanessahurlimann@gmail.com ZA
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"sbennet911@icloud.com" <sbennet911@icloud.com>

From: "sbennet911@icloud.com" <sbennet911@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:23:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Bennett sbennet911@icloud.com US
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"domijaim1613@gmail.com" <domijaim1613@gmail.com>

From: "domijaim1613@gmail.com" <domijaim1613@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:21:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dominique Paul domijaim1613@gmail.com
FR
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"heatherhult62@gmail.com" <heatherhult62@gmail.com>

From: "heatherhult62@gmail.com" <heatherhult62@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:19:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Hult heatherhult62@gmail.com OK
US
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"ch.m.harris@gmail.com" <ch.m.harris@gmail.com>

From: "ch.m.harris@gmail.com" <ch.m.harris@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 00:16:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "miadravis@gmail.com" <miadravis@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:59:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rccatsinneed@gmail.com" <rccatsinneed@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:58:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandycook64@msn.com" <sandycook64@msn.com>

From: "sandycook64@msn.com" <sandycook64@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:55:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Cook sandycook64@msn.com US
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"karenjane16@hotmail.com" <karenjane16@hotmail.com>

From: "karenjane16@hotmail.com" <karenjane16@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:54:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Cooper karenjane16@hotmail.com GB
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"audreym6565@hotmail.com" <audreym6565@hotmail.com>

From: "audreym6565@hotmail.com" <audreym6565@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:51:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Audrey Mittleberg
audreym6565@hotmail.com US
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"kgde1120@gmail.com" <kgde1120@gmail.com>

From: "kgde1120@gmail.com" <kgde1120@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:48:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Goode kgde1120@gmail.com NY
US
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"binaparab@gmail.com" <binaparab@gmail.com>

From: "binaparab@gmail.com" <binaparab@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:47:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gallaux@earthlink.net" <gallaux@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:45:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Welladjustedpet@gmail.com" <Welladjustedpet@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:44:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mortuarygoth@hotmail.com" <mortuarygoth@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:41:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: MAKE CHANGES to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather N Sullivan
mortuarygoth@hotmail.com US
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"garytodd59@hotmail.com" <garytodd59@hotmail.com>

From: "garytodd59@hotmail.com" <garytodd59@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:31:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Todd garytodd59@hotmail.com GB
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"thayden28@gmail.com" <thayden28@gmail.com>

From: "thayden28@gmail.com" <thayden28@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:32:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Hayden thayden28@gmail.com US
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"genea23@hotmail.com" <genea23@hotmail.com>

From: "genea23@hotmail.com" <genea23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:30:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Evghenia Greiner genea23@hotmail.com US
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"rdtrapp@gmail.com" <rdtrapp@gmail.com>

From: "rdtrapp@gmail.com" <rdtrapp@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:28:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Rob.vermunt@gmail.com" <Rob.vermunt@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:28:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "margmainelli@live.com" <margmainelli@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:25:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Mainelli margmainelli@live.com US
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"Cld240207@gmail.com" <Cld240207@gmail.com>

From: "Cld240207@gmail.com" <Cld240207@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:26:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Clare Duncan Cld240207@gmail.com GB
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"Jvanjle61@gmail.com" <Jvanjle61@gmail.com>

From: "Jvanjle61@gmail.com" <Jvanjle61@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:26:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Van jole Jvanjle61@gmail.com
NV NL
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"Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com" <Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com>

From: "Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com" <Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:22:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joann Pfeiffer Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"seraphmichael@hotmail.com" <seraphmichael@hotmail.com>

From: "seraphmichael@hotmail.com" <seraphmichael@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:23:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lawilson52@gmail.com" <lawilson52@gmail.com>

From: "lawilson52@gmail.com" <lawilson52@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorraine Wilson lawilson52@gmail.com KE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lupinsgalore@gmail.com" <lupinsgalore@gmail.com>

From: "lupinsgalore@gmail.com" <lupinsgalore@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:20:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"vwalvatne@msn.com" <vwalvatne@msn.com>

From: "vwalvatne@msn.com" <vwalvatne@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:17:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "roseyeomans@telkomsa.net" <roseyeomans@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: roseyeomans@telkomsa.net

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

"eco@brustman.com" <eco@brustman.com>

From: "eco@brustman.com" <eco@brustman.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:09:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hdshumaker@embarqmail.com"
<hdshumaker@embarqmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:09:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Rocketblackcat@gmail.com" <Rocketblackcat@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:07:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheryl Owyang Rocketblackcat@gmail.com
CA US
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"jacarter1979@hotmail.com" <jacarter1979@hotmail.com>

From: "jacarter1979@hotmail.com" <jacarter1979@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:06:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Morgan jacarter1979@hotmail.com US
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"bonnytexas@gmail.com" <bonnytexas@gmail.com>

From: "bonnytexas@gmail.com" <bonnytexas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:02:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lmb@sti.net" <lmb@sti.net>

From: "lmb@sti.net" <lmb@sti.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:00:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sandy.guillot@icloud.com" <sandy.guillot@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:59:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cheherazade@inayazanzibar.com"
<cheherazade@inayazanzibar.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:53:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Lastly, African countries (same as their Asian
and South American counterparts) rely on photographic safaris which is the real income maker
for locals people and business and truly promotes conservation. Trophy hunting brings only
more corruption and has hardly any positive impact on local communities. Depleting
endangered species is putting legitimate business at risks and it is not a favor we are doing for
future generation. Don’t be fooled by the hunting lobbies claims that this “sport” helps
conservation. This is not based on facta but on “cooked” stats created by the same lobbies.
Elephants, lions, rhinos, etc are meant to be in the wild in a safe environment not on some
hinter’s wall. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cheherazade Cheikh cheherazade@inayazanzibar.com TZ
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"grace.cowan.sybil@gmail.com" <grace.cowan.sybil@gmail.com>

From: "grace.cowan.sybil@gmail.com" <grace.cowan.sybil@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:51:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ryanmck_av@hotmail.com" <ryanmck_av@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:50:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ryan McKenzie ryanmck_av@hotmail.com
CA US
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"melmac38@hotmail.co.uk" <melmac38@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "melmac38@hotmail.co.uk" <melmac38@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:45:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melanie McDonald melmac38@hotmail.co.uk
GB
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"Alexia.helgason@gmail.com" <Alexia.helgason@gmail.com>

From: "Alexia.helgason@gmail.com" <Alexia.helgason@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:44:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexia Helgason Alexia.helgason@gmail.com
CA
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"jamiecraun7@gmail.com" <jamiecraun7@gmail.com>

From: "jamiecraun7@gmail.com" <jamiecraun7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:43:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Craun jamiecraun7@gmail.com US
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"dorkat1@hotmail.com" <dorkat1@hotmail.com>

From: "dorkat1@hotmail.com" <dorkat1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:42:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doris Katzen dorkat1@hotmail.com US
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"richardecooley@gmail.com" <richardecooley@gmail.com>

From: "richardecooley@gmail.com" <richardecooley@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:41:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ggreen@wisc.edu" <ggreen@wisc.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:40:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tg. Gale Green ggreen@wisc.edu US
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"ssmith1303@hotmail.com" <ssmith1303@hotmail.com>

From: "ssmith1303@hotmail.com" <ssmith1303@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:39:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey Smith ssmith1303@hotmail.com US
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"dona58lisa@gmail.com" <dona58lisa@gmail.com>

From: "dona58lisa@gmail.com" <dona58lisa@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:38:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Sprague dona58lisa@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hale.joel@gmail.com" <hale.joel@gmail.com>

From: "hale.joel@gmail.com" <hale.joel@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:38:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"thelindseys@stny.rr.com" <thelindseys@stny.rr.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"joannalp@comcast.net" <joannalp@comcast.net>

From: "joannalp@comcast.net" <joannalp@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:32:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanna Prideaux joannalp@comcast.net US
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donnaleavitt0@gmail.com

"donnaleavitt0@gmail.com" <donnaleavitt0@gmail.com>

From: "donnaleavitt0@gmail.com" <donnaleavitt0@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:25:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: donnaleavitt0@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Leavitt donnaleavitt0@gmail.com NJ
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tina.kay111@gmail.com" <tina.kay111@gmail.com>

From: "tina.kay111@gmail.com" <tina.kay111@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:25:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristine Kemnitz tina.kay111@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mrx@pobox.com" <mrx@pobox.com>

From: "mrx@pobox.com" <mrx@pobox.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:24:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"englishsunset@englandmail.com" <englishsunset@englandmail.com>

From: "englishsunset@englandmail.com"
<englishsunset@englandmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:23:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"t.talley.ei@gmail.com" <t.talley.ei@gmail.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mercedes.fernandezwillis@astrazeneca.com"
<mercedes.fernandezwillis@astrazeneca.com>

From: "mercedes.fernandezwillis@astrazeneca.com"
<mercedes.fernandezwillis@astrazeneca.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:15:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"annettestewart@comcast.net" <annettestewart@comcast.net>

From: "annettestewart@comcast.net" <annettestewart@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:11:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annette Stewart
annettestewart@comcast.net US
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"sirubin2@optimum.net" <sirubin2@optimum.net>

From: "sirubin2@optimum.net" <sirubin2@optimum.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:11:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stanley Rubin sirubin2@optimum.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"evandor@optonline.net" <evandor@optonline.net>

From: "evandor@optonline.net" <evandor@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:10:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"doghaven@harlannet.com" <doghaven@harlannet.com>

From: "doghaven@harlannet.com" <doghaven@harlannet.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:09:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"snicelfritz@gmail.com" <snicelfritz@gmail.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"rubiedog2212@gmail.com" <rubiedog2212@gmail.com>

From: "rubiedog2212@gmail.com" <rubiedog2212@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:03:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Nielsen rubiedog2212@gmail.com
AL AU
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"laurellee99@gmail.com" <laurellee99@gmail.com>

From: "laurellee99@gmail.com" <laurellee99@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:01:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurel Burns laurellee99@gmail.com US
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"lynnmcneal@comcast.net" <lynnmcneal@comcast.net>

From: "lynnmcneal@comcast.net" <lynnmcneal@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:00:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Renejvr@gmail.co.za" <Renejvr@gmail.co.za>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:00:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "laural.jilka@gmail.com" <laural.jilka@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:55:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "franiskaeber@t-online.de" <franiskaeber@t-online.de>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:55:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Franziska Eber franiskaeber@t-online.de MD
US
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"judysnyder58@gmail.com" <judysnyder58@gmail.com>

From: "judysnyder58@gmail.com" <judysnyder58@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:54:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: judysnyder58@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Snyder judysnyder58@gmail.com MI
US
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"Sophiezhangbin@gmail.com" <Sophiezhangbin@gmail.com>

From: "Sophiezhangbin@gmail.com" <Sophiezhangbin@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"maryannmcgovern3@gmail.com" <maryannmcgovern3@gmail.com>

From: "maryannmcgovern3@gmail.com"
<maryannmcgovern3@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:50:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryann Mcgovern
maryannmcgovern3@gmail.com CT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"zhouzhou@sostar.net" <zhouzhou@sostar.net>

From: "zhouzhou@sostar.net" <zhouzhou@sostar.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:51:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "katesails@msn.com" <katesails@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:50:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hongrebson@gmail.com" <hongrebson@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:47:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ingdon@telkomsa.net" <ingdon@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:47:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "suebreci@hotmail.com" <suebreci@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:45:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Breci suebreci@hotmail.com NV US
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"Tortietude2014@gmail.com" <Tortietude2014@gmail.com>

From: "Tortietude2014@gmail.com" <Tortietude2014@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:44:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fiona Collins Tortietude2014@gmail.com NJ
US
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"jbpasternack@excite.com" <jbpasternack@excite.com>

From: "jbpasternack@excite.com" <jbpasternack@excite.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:43:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bapajean@gmail.com" <bapajean@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:41:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bernard Jean bapajean@gmail.com AU
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"dyer0389@gmail.com" <dyer0389@gmail.com>

From: "dyer0389@gmail.com" <dyer0389@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:36:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Dyer dyer0389@gmail.com US
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"zvan030@gmail.com" <zvan030@gmail.com>

From: "zvan030@gmail.com" <zvan030@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:35:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, R Vanstrien zvan030@gmail.com US
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"mueller.maike@outlook.de" <mueller.maike@outlook.de>

From: "mueller.maike@outlook.de" <mueller.maike@outlook.de>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:32:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maike Mueller mueller.maike@outlook.de DE
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"cheryj414@hotmail.com" <cheryj414@hotmail.com>

From: "cheryj414@hotmail.com" <cheryj414@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:29:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Arthur cheryj414@hotmail.com US
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"myyum.meee@gmail.com" <myyum.meee@gmail.com>

From: "myyum.meee@gmail.com" <myyum.meee@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:28:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lilian.c@spray.se" <lilian.c@spray.se>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:25:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Vanessa@mindq.co.za" <Vanessa@mindq.co.za>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:24:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vanessa Van Niekerk Vanessa@mindq.co.za
ZA
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"musicandmovement1@gmail.com" <musicandmovement1@gmail.com>

From: "musicandmovement1@gmail.com"
<musicandmovement1@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:24:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynette Calver
musicandmovement1@gmail.com ZA
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"winterlight@t-online.de" <winterlight@t-online.de>

From: "winterlight@t-online.de" <winterlight@t-online.de>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:20:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "marie.chris@optusnet.com.au" <marie.chris@optusnet.com.au>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:19:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "robinson_jeanne@bellsouth.net"
<robinson_jeanne@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:17:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "personsmd@gmail.com" <personsmd@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:17:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Sharon.reouveni@gmail.com" <Sharon.reouveni@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:16:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ccooperrider@earthlink.net" <ccooperrider@earthlink.net>

From: "ccooperrider@earthlink.net" <ccooperrider@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:13:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"wyldlyfe@cfl.rr.com" <wyldlyfe@cfl.rr.com>

From: "wyldlyfe@cfl.rr.com" <wyldlyfe@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:10:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"asnicar5@msn.com" <asnicar5@msn.com>

From: "asnicar5@msn.com" <asnicar5@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:09:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Asnicar asnicar5@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"robyclan@navpoint.com" <robyclan@navpoint.com>

From: "robyclan@navpoint.com" <robyclan@navpoint.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:09:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Caroldv561@gmail.com" <Caroldv561@gmail.com>

From: "Caroldv561@gmail.com" <Caroldv561@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:07:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C Dev Caroldv561@gmail.com ZA
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"kiminanna625@gmail.com" <kiminanna625@gmail.com>

From: "kiminanna625@gmail.com" <kiminanna625@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:08:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Martinez kiminanna625@gmail.com
US
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"memay1001@gmail.com" <memay1001@gmail.com>

From: "memay1001@gmail.com" <memay1001@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:06:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa May memay1001@gmail.com CA US
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"allmnpch@gmail.com" <allmnpch@gmail.com>

From: "allmnpch@gmail.com" <allmnpch@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:06:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "srzentkowski@gmail.com" <srzentkowski@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:05:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "aeschmaltz@hotmail.com" <aeschmaltz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:03:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Kellettlynnae@gmail.com" <Kellettlynnae@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:03:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Atijman@gmail.com" <Atijman@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:02:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cathyhgg@verizon.net" <cathyhgg@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellie Del Gaudio elliedelgaudio@gmail.com
US
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"Lyngordon23@gmail.com" <Lyngordon23@gmail.com>

From: "Lyngordon23@gmail.com" <Lyngordon23@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:58:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Gordon Lyngordon23@gmail.com ZA
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"mmmouse1@comcast.net" <mmmouse1@comcast.net>

From: "mmmouse1@comcast.net" <mmmouse1@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:56:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mindy Manna mmmouse1@comcast.net FL
US
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"crislab1@hotmail.com" <crislab1@hotmail.com>

From: "crislab1@hotmail.com" <crislab1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:54:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Crispino Ramos crislab1@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"synchrogirl26@outlook.com" <synchrogirl26@outlook.com>

From: "synchrogirl26@outlook.com" <synchrogirl26@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:54:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashlyn Downey-Hayes
synchrogirl26@outlook.com FL US
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"loriepointer@gmail.com" <loriepointer@gmail.com>

From: "loriepointer@gmail.com" <loriepointer@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:54:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "zerinmenter@gmail.com" <zerinmenter@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:54:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mollybright@cox.net" <mollybright@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:52:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Molly Bright mollybright@cox.net US
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"mugs1747@gmail.com" <mugs1747@gmail.com>

From: "mugs1747@gmail.com" <mugs1747@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:53:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melody Gideon mugs1747@gmail.com US
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"betsy.reed321@gmail.com" <betsy.reed321@gmail.com>

From: "betsy.reed321@gmail.com" <betsy.reed321@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:52:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betsy Reed betsy.reed321@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ponder7230@hotmail.com" <ponder7230@hotmail.com>

From: "ponder7230@hotmail.com" <ponder7230@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:51:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Wilbanks ponder7230@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mooncrone@mac.com" <mooncrone@mac.com>

From: "mooncrone@mac.com" <mooncrone@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:51:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"andrea4341@gmail.com" <andrea4341@gmail.com>

From: "andrea4341@gmail.com" <andrea4341@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:49:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, andrea glass andrea4341@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"paramorning@gmail.com" <paramorning@gmail.com>

From: "paramorning@gmail.com" <paramorning@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:47:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sambush24@comcast.net" <sambush24@comcast.net>

From: "sambush24@comcast.net" <sambush24@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:45:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sam bush sambush24@comcast.net NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"humboldtturtle@hotmail.com" <humboldtturtle@hotmail.com>

From: "humboldtturtle@hotmail.com" <humboldtturtle@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:44:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, robert Hepburn humboldtturtle@hotmail.com
US
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"sprat24@comcast.net" <sprat24@comcast.net>

From: "sprat24@comcast.net" <sprat24@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:43:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Spratley sprat24@comcast.net US
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"Thompswa@gmail.com" <Thompswa@gmail.com>

From: "Thompswa@gmail.com" <Thompswa@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:42:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "drpam_snp@comcast.net" <drpam_snp@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:40:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Laham drpam_snp@comcast.net US
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"joannepaduano52@gmail.com" <joannepaduano52@gmail.com>

From: "joannepaduano52@gmail.com" <joannepaduano52@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:37:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Paduano
joannepaduano52@gmail.com US
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"bbrossy@gmail.com" <bbrossy@gmail.com>

From: "bbrossy@gmail.com" <bbrossy@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:34:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: bbrossy@gmail.com

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"touchedpainter@metrocast.net" <touchedpainter@metrocast.net>

From: "touchedpainter@metrocast.net"
<touchedpainter@metrocast.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:33:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"taosk9five@gmail.com" <taosk9five@gmail.com>

From: "taosk9five@gmail.com" <taosk9five@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:32:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, L. L. Wilkinson taosk9five@gmail.com NM
US
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"jlr1080@gmail.com" <jlr1080@gmail.com>

From: "jlr1080@gmail.com" <jlr1080@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:31:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Rodrigues jlr1080@gmail.com US
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"dmcook@charter.net" <dmcook@charter.net>

From: "dmcook@charter.net" <dmcook@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:30:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "s_tays@hotmail.com" <s_tays@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:29:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shawn Tays s_tays@hotmail.com US
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"2006034538@ufs4life.ac.za" <2006034538@ufs4life.ac.za>

From: "2006034538@ufs4life.ac.za" <2006034538@ufs4life.ac.za>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:28:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maretha Du Plessis
2006034538@ufs4life.ac.za ZA
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"barrycaven@rogers.com" <barrycaven@rogers.com>

From: "barrycaven@rogers.com" <barrycaven@rogers.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:27:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"patbennington@msn.com" <patbennington@msn.com>

From: "patbennington@msn.com" <patbennington@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:24:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rlisaman@gmail.com" <rlisaman@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:25:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Djbconradie@gmail.com" <Djbconradie@gmail.com>

From: "Djbconradie@gmail.com" <Djbconradie@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:24:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Conradie Djbconradie@gmail.com ZA
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"cbr5311@hotmail.com" <cbr5311@hotmail.com>

From: "cbr5311@hotmail.com" <cbr5311@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:24:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Rideout cbr5311@hotmail.com US
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"Fred.ippolito@comcast.net" <Fred.ippolito@comcast.net>

From: "Fred.ippolito@comcast.net" <Fred.ippolito@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:21:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"clarapple11@gmail.com" <clarapple11@gmail.com>

From: "clarapple11@gmail.com" <clarapple11@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:21:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Clara Applegate clarapple11@gmail.com US
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"fairytail2966@gmail.com" <fairytail2966@gmail.com>

From: "fairytail2966@gmail.com" <fairytail2966@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:20:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: fairytail2966@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanna Greenwalt fairytail2966@gmail.com
VA US



Conversation Contents
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"sharynb001@outlook.com.au" <sharynb001@outlook.com.au>

From: "sharynb001@outlook.com.au" <sharynb001@outlook.com.au>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:20:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharyn Bury sharynb001@outlook.com.au
AU
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Patricia.daguerra@gmail.com" <Patricia.daguerra@gmail.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"rivalrygirl@centurylink.net" <rivalrygirl@centurylink.net>

From: "rivalrygirl@centurylink.net" <rivalrygirl@centurylink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:18:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"rockinrobinv@hvc.rr.com" <rockinrobinv@hvc.rr.com>

From: "rockinrobinv@hvc.rr.com" <rockinrobinv@hvc.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:18:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"d.swaratsingh@gmail.com" <d.swaratsingh@gmail.com>

From: "d.swaratsingh@gmail.com" <d.swaratsingh@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:17:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"erin@kismet-design.com" <erin@kismet-design.com>

From: "erin@kismet-design.com" <erin@kismet-design.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, erin marshall erin@kismet-design.com US
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"madavis1@vt.edu" <madavis1@vt.edu>

From: "madavis1@vt.edu" <madavis1@vt.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:15:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margie Davis madavis1@vt.edu US
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"jamcl11@netzero.net" <jamcl11@netzero.net>

From: "jamcl11@netzero.net" <jamcl11@netzero.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:13:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia McLaughlin jamcl11@netzero.net US
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"mbard@earthlink.net" <mbard@earthlink.net>

From: "mbard@earthlink.net" <mbard@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:13:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "isodoramilton@gmail.com" <isodoramilton@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "vclarkie@earthlink.net" <vclarkie@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:02:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kckmac@msn.com" <kckmac@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:01:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"tracy.gowland1@gmail.com" <tracy.gowland1@gmail.com>

From: "tracy.gowland1@gmail.com" <tracy.gowland1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:00:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Deetlefs tracy.gowland1@gmail.com
ZA
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"sndytoes@optonline.net" <sndytoes@optonline.net>

From: "sndytoes@optonline.net" <sndytoes@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:55:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "suzannestoltz@att.net" <suzannestoltz@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:55:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, suzie stoltz suzannestoltz@att.net US
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"photogirl1968@msn.com" <photogirl1968@msn.com>

From: "photogirl1968@msn.com" <photogirl1968@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candice Stewart photogirl1968@msn.com
US
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"whatyoucomeupon@gmail.com" <whatyoucomeupon@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:54:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "k_magura@hotmail.com" <k_magura@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:54:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Magura k_magura@hotmail.com CA
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"mamoo2179@hotmail.com" <mamoo2179@hotmail.com>

From: "mamoo2179@hotmail.com" <mamoo2179@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:53:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lydia Wingrove mamoo2179@hotmail.com
US
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"kimhydes@icloud.com" <kimhydes@icloud.com>

From: "kimhydes@icloud.com" <kimhydes@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:54:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "julietjohns@mac.com" <julietjohns@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:49:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juliet Pearson julietjohns@mac.com HI US
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"forestpal1954@gmail.com" <forestpal1954@gmail.com>

From: "forestpal1954@gmail.com" <forestpal1954@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:49:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: forestpal1954@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Fleming forestpal1954@gmail.com NY
US
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"brimagchris@gmail.com" <brimagchris@gmail.com>

From: "brimagchris@gmail.com" <brimagchris@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:47:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wavewithin@earthlink.net" <wavewithin@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:47:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mtphillipsfl@verizon.net" <mtphillipsfl@verizon.net>

From: "mtphillipsfl@verizon.net" <mtphillipsfl@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:47:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "aborror@hotmail.com" <aborror@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:43:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:43:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: racouncil@prodigy.net

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

"racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>

From: "racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:43:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: racouncil@prodigy.net



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

From: "beatrice@gainusa.com" <beatrice@gainusa.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:43:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hsavat22@gmail.com" <hsavat22@gmail.com>

From: "hsavat22@gmail.com" <hsavat22@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:40:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Domenica Mondo hsavat22@gmail.com US
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"marinafazio87@gmail.com" <marinafazio87@gmail.com>

From: "marinafazio87@gmail.com" <marinafazio87@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:40:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marina Fazio marinafazio87@gmail.com US
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"adelegam@pacbell.net" <adelegam@pacbell.net>

From: "adelegam@pacbell.net" <adelegam@pacbell.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:39:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bcbeagle@centurylink.net" <bcbeagle@centurylink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:37:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gsgordonjr@comcast.net" <gsgordonjr@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:37:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Gordon gsgordonjr@comcast.net US
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"mlthompson66@gmail.com" <mlthompson66@gmail.com>

From: "mlthompson66@gmail.com" <mlthompson66@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:36:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mary lou thompson
mlthompson66@gmail.com US
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"jnpaterno@gmail.com" <jnpaterno@gmail.com>

From: "jnpaterno@gmail.com" <jnpaterno@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:33:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, jo pa jnpaterno@gmail.com US
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"kybrow01@gmail.com" <kybrow01@gmail.com>

From: "kybrow01@gmail.com" <kybrow01@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:34:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kiley Brown Newton kybrow01@gmail.com
US
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"jhammel77@gmail.com" <jhammel77@gmail.com>

From: "jhammel77@gmail.com" <jhammel77@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:33:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Hammel jhammel77@gmail.com TN US
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"skylight0214@hotmail.com" <skylight0214@hotmail.com>

From: "skylight0214@hotmail.com" <skylight0214@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:30:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Mckimpson
skylight0214@hotmail.com US
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"Preed@hershlaw.com" <Preed@hershlaw.com>

From: "Preed@hershlaw.com" <Preed@hershlaw.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:29:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lizbradshaw@twcny.rr.com" <lizbradshaw@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:21:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, elizabeth bradshaw
lizbradshaw@twcny.rr.com US
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"leemorales12@icloud.com" <leemorales12@icloud.com>

From: "leemorales12@icloud.com" <leemorales12@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:19:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brendalee Morales
leemorales12@icloud.com US
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"Leemorales12@hotmail.com" <Leemorales12@hotmail.com>

From: "Leemorales12@hotmail.com" <Leemorales12@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:18:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brendalee Morales
Leemorales12@hotmail.com US
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"kfernandez2576@gmail.com" <kfernandez2576@gmail.com>

From: "kfernandez2576@gmail.com" <kfernandez2576@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:17:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Fernandez
kfernandez2576@gmail.com US
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"susan_abaci@hotmail.co.uk" <susan_abaci@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "susan_abaci@hotmail.co.uk" <susan_abaci@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:15:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Abaci susan_abaci@hotmail.co.uk GB
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"claudiat55@outlook.com" <claudiat55@outlook.com>

From: "claudiat55@outlook.com" <claudiat55@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:14:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Tanzer claudiat55@outlook.com US
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"julierobin2458@gmail.com" <julierobin2458@gmail.com>

From: "julierobin2458@gmail.com" <julierobin2458@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:13:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Solomon julierobin2458@gmail.com US
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"pjcharnoff@gmail.com" <pjcharnoff@gmail.com>

From: "pjcharnoff@gmail.com" <pjcharnoff@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:12:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis Charnoff pjcharnoff@gmail.com US
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"sjones60033@gmail.com" <sjones60033@gmail.com>

From: "sjones60033@gmail.com" <sjones60033@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:09:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Jones sjones60033@gmail.com US
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"amb2409@gmx.fr" <amb2409@gmx.fr>

From: "amb2409@gmx.fr" <amb2409@gmx.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:09:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annie BRION amb2409@gmx.fr FR
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"cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com" <cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com>

From: "cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com" <cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:09:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cyndi Faulkner cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com
US
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"wolfladie7@gmail.com" <wolfladie7@gmail.com>

From: "wolfladie7@gmail.com" <wolfladie7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:07:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sheila mackey wolfladie7@gmail.com NY US
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"labradoritesky@gmail.com" <labradoritesky@gmail.com>

From: "labradoritesky@gmail.com" <labradoritesky@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:06:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kristelcbuck@gmail.com" <kristelcbuck@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:05:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristel Buck kristelcbuck@gmail.com US
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"tiggert2@q.com" <tiggert2@q.com>

From: "tiggert2@q.com" <tiggert2@q.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:04:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan milligan tiggert2@q.com US
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"secretsveltegirl@hotmail.com" <secretsveltegirl@hotmail.com>

From: "secretsveltegirl@hotmail.com" <secretsveltegirl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:04:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shearlefurnish@gmail.com" <shearlefurnish@gmail.com>

From: "shearlefurnish@gmail.com" <shearlefurnish@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:58:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "graveshm@appstate.edu" <graveshm@appstate.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:58:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "greenhillbarry@gmail.com" <greenhillbarry@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:57:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jobee949@charter.net" <jobee949@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:57:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JoEllen Rudolph jobee949@charter.net US
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"janie.marlow@evsck12.com" <janie.marlow@evsck12.com>

From: "janie.marlow@evsck12.com" <janie.marlow@evsck12.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:55:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janie Marlow janie.marlow@evsck12.com
US
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"magdor2@tds.net" <magdor2@tds.net>

From: "magdor2@tds.net" <magdor2@tds.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:54:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcia Geiger magdor2@tds.net US
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"joann28277@gmail.com" <joann28277@gmail.com>

From: "joann28277@gmail.com" <joann28277@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:55:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joann Ferrulli joann28277@gmail.com NC
US
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"eagle1jf@att.net" <eagle1jf@att.net>

From: "eagle1jf@att.net" <eagle1jf@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:54:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose Figueroa Jr eagle1jf@att.net CA US
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"gretchenlapoint@gmail.com" <gretchenlapoint@gmail.com>

From: "gretchenlapoint@gmail.com" <gretchenlapoint@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:51:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gretchen LaPoint
gretchenlapoint@gmail.com US
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"wlac2010@gmail.com" <wlac2010@gmail.com>

From: "wlac2010@gmail.com" <wlac2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Swedo wlac2010@gmail.com US
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"toohey@earthlink.net" <toohey@earthlink.net>

From: "toohey@earthlink.net" <toohey@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:49:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"michelemidthun@icloud.com" <michelemidthun@icloud.com>

From: "michelemidthun@icloud.com" <michelemidthun@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:48:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "awaisman@olympic.edu" <awaisman@olympic.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:45:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ablute@gmail.com" <ablute@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:45:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "fitprodeb@gmail.com" <fitprodeb@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:44:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Herring fitprodeb@gmail.com US
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"melisa.flynn69@gmail.com" <melisa.flynn69@gmail.com>

From: "melisa.flynn69@gmail.com" <melisa.flynn69@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:43:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melisa Flynn melisa.flynn69@gmail.com US
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"Zyohana@hotmail.com" <Zyohana@hotmail.com>

From: "Zyohana@hotmail.com" <Zyohana@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:41:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "charlielouisekittie@icloud.com" <charlielouisekittie@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:38:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "frankdgomez@gmail.com" <frankdgomez@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:38:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jrothryan@gmail.com" <jrothryan@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:38:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lynnfroebuck@att.net" <lynnfroebuck@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:36:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cwashington@wlrk.com" <cwashington@wlrk.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:36:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lorimarran@gmail.com" <lorimarran@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:36:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Marran lorimarran@gmail.com US
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"theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com" <theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com>

From: "theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com" <theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:34:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tamara Perez theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com
US
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"lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com" <lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com>

From: "lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com" <lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:30:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Luisa Rufin lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com US
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"elizabeth128@optonline.net" <elizabeth128@optonline.net>

From: "elizabeth128@optonline.net" <elizabeth128@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marybeth Mikalsen
elizabeth128@optonline.net US
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"sbara@att.net" <sbara@att.net>

From: "sbara@att.net" <sbara@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "varney@mindspring.com" <varney@mindspring.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:28:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "amekrock@gmail.com" <amekrock@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:28:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "goodleaders@roadrunner.com" <goodleaders@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:27:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jennifer.e.olvera@gmail.com" <jennifer.e.olvera@gmail.com>

From: "jennifer.e.olvera@gmail.com" <jennifer.e.olvera@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "c_famariss@hotmail.com" <c_famariss@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Famariss c_famariss@hotmail.com US
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"genovesedianna80@activist.com" <genovesedianna80@activist.com>

From: "genovesedianna80@activist.com"
<genovesedianna80@activist.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:24:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianna Genovese
genovesedianna80@activist.com CO US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jmvups@hotmail.com" <jmvups@hotmail.com>

From: "jmvups@hotmail.com" <jmvups@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:20:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica VandenEkart jmvups@hotmail.com
WA US
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"chris43484@gmail.com" <chris43484@gmail.com>

From: "chris43484@gmail.com" <chris43484@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:19:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christina McGrath chris43484@gmail.com
VA US
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"rachael_tilley@hotmail.com" <rachael_tilley@hotmail.com>

From: "rachael_tilley@hotmail.com" <rachael_tilley@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:12:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com"
<colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com>

From: "colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com"
<colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:12:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Johnson
colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com US
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"Angfwood@gmail.com" <Angfwood@gmail.com>

From: "Angfwood@gmail.com" <Angfwood@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:11:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kaedinganne@gmail.com" <kaedinganne@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:10:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Kaeding kaedinganne@gmail.com US
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"eamundsen4@gmail.com" <eamundsen4@gmail.com>

From: "eamundsen4@gmail.com" <eamundsen4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:07:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Amundsen eamundsen4@gmail.com OK
US
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"kristencape@gmail.com" <kristencape@gmail.com>

From: "kristencape@gmail.com" <kristencape@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:06:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristen Cape kristencape@gmail.com US
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"leilani312@me.com" <leilani312@me.com>

From: "leilani312@me.com" <leilani312@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:05:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leilani Logan leilani312@me.com IL US
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"tamarajotuttle@gmail.com" <tamarajotuttle@gmail.com>

From: "tamarajotuttle@gmail.com" <tamarajotuttle@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:56:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ldblack100@gmail.com" <ldblack100@gmail.com>

From: "ldblack100@gmail.com" <ldblack100@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:52:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Black ldblack100@gmail.com US
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"pearl28@msn.com" <pearl28@msn.com>

From: "pearl28@msn.com" <pearl28@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:51:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Guadalupe Espinoza pearl28@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"valellis1@att.net" <valellis1@att.net>

From: "valellis1@att.net" <valellis1@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:49:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Ellis valellis1@att.net US
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"cathy.monaco@gmail.com" <cathy.monaco@gmail.com>

From: "cathy.monaco@gmail.com" <cathy.monaco@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:48:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"holisticliz@hotmail.com" <holisticliz@hotmail.com>

From: "holisticliz@hotmail.com" <holisticliz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:48:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Ellencbfernandes@gmail.com" <Ellencbfernandes@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:47:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lcardent@bellsouth.net" <lcardent@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:46:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mszak@outlook.com" <mszak@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:45:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Zak mszak@outlook.com US
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"Lukenac11@gmail.com" <Lukenac11@gmail.com>

From: "Lukenac11@gmail.com" <Lukenac11@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:43:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andy Luken Lukenac11@gmail.com US
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"rboden1223@gmail.com" <rboden1223@gmail.com>

From: "rboden1223@gmail.com" <rboden1223@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:41:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruby Boden rboden1223@gmail.com CA US
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"newmans.other@sprynet.com" <newmans.other@sprynet.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Serena Newman
newmans.other@sprynet.com MA US
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"thecatlady2015@outlook.com" <thecatlady2015@outlook.com>

From: "thecatlady2015@outlook.com" <thecatlady2015@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:40:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Yarrobino thecatlady2015@outlook.com
US
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"unclemeathead@hotmail.com" <unclemeathead@hotmail.com>

From: "unclemeathead@hotmail.com" <unclemeathead@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:39:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ladybug88888888@hotmail.com" <ladybug88888888@hotmail.com>

From: "ladybug88888888@hotmail.com"
<ladybug88888888@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:39:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alicea Campos
ladybug88888888@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kellyshomemail@gmail.com" <kellyshomemail@gmail.com>

From: "kellyshomemail@gmail.com" <kellyshomemail@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:38:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cathyspen3619@msn.com" <cathyspen3619@msn.com>

From: "cathyspen3619@msn.com" <cathyspen3619@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:37:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Spencer
cathyspen3619@msn.com CO US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kerry_m_cc@hotmail.com" <kerry_m_cc@hotmail.com>

From: "kerry_m_cc@hotmail.com" <kerry_m_cc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk" <tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk"
<tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:33:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tegwin O'Connor
tegwin.oconnor@hotmail.co.uk GB
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Hdchevelle66@gmail.com

"Hdchevelle66@gmail.com" <Hdchevelle66@gmail.com>

From: "Hdchevelle66@gmail.com" <Hdchevelle66@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:32:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Hdchevelle66@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Ferris Hdchevelle66@gmail.com NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Julia-woods@hotmail.co.uk" <Julia-woods@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "Julia-woods@hotmail.co.uk" <Julia-woods@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:31:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"fiberart@icehouse.net" <fiberart@icehouse.net>

From: "fiberart@icehouse.net" <fiberart@icehouse.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:31:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dcoppers@nycap.rr.com" <dcoppers@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:30:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"drkathy117@bellsouth.net" <drkathy117@bellsouth.net>

From: "drkathy117@bellsouth.net" <drkathy117@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:30:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Notarangelo drkathy117@bellsouth.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"njrose@juno.com" <njrose@juno.com>

From: "njrose@juno.com" <njrose@juno.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:29:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mdopkins@gmail.com" <mdopkins@gmail.com>

From: "mdopkins@gmail.com" <mdopkins@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:25:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Katejefferson@gmail.com" <Katejefferson@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:25:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sprightlylizz@gmail.com" <sprightlylizz@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:25:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lizz Trusler sprightlylizz@gmail.com US
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"Elaine706cameron@btinternet.com" <Elaine706cameron@btinternet.com>

From: "Elaine706cameron@btinternet.com"
<Elaine706cameron@btinternet.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:24:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Cameron
Elaine706cameron@btinternet.com GB
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"isabel_carapeto@hotmail.com" <isabel_carapeto@hotmail.com>

From: "isabel_carapeto@hotmail.com" <isabel_carapeto@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:23:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "conne@comcast.net" <conne@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:22:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gpopple@wi.rr.com" <gpopple@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:22:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "heatherstuhlmann@gmail.com" <heatherstuhlmann@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:22:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nerissadexter@comcast.net" <nerissadexter@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:19:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nerissa Dexter nerissadexter@comcast.net
US
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"shething38@gmail.com" <shething38@gmail.com>

From: "shething38@gmail.com" <shething38@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:16:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fatma Robinson shething38@gmail.com US
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"Gisella.d@live.it" <Gisella.d@live.it>

From: "Gisella.d@live.it" <Gisella.d@live.it>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:15:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jhammel77@gmail.com" <jhammel77@gmail.com>

From: "jhammel77@gmail.com" <jhammel77@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:15:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Hammel jhammel77@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gbmb@bellsouth.net" <gbmb@bellsouth.net>

From: "gbmb@bellsouth.net" <gbmb@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:14:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"micafrica@hotmail.com" <micafrica@hotmail.com>

From: "micafrica@hotmail.com" <micafrica@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:15:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dotsdoghouse@icloud.com" <dotsdoghouse@icloud.com>

From: "dotsdoghouse@icloud.com" <dotsdoghouse@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:13:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mwild4birds@gmail.com" <mwild4birds@gmail.com>

From: "mwild4birds@gmail.com" <mwild4birds@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Chambers mwild4birds@gmail.com
CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"annfmcdermott@gmail.com" <annfmcdermott@gmail.com>

From: "annfmcdermott@gmail.com" <annfmcdermott@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mmski@solarus.net" <mmski@solarus.net>

From: "mmski@solarus.net" <mmski@solarus.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:10:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marla Maleski mmski@solarus.net US
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"Taranaderi6@gmail.com" <Taranaderi6@gmail.com>

From: "Taranaderi6@gmail.com" <Taranaderi6@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:08:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Taraneh Naderi Taranaderi6@gmail.com NY
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"linfante7@hotmail.com" <linfante7@hotmail.com>

From: "linfante7@hotmail.com" <linfante7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:07:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Infante linfante7@hotmail.com US
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"libbierodda21@hotmail.com" <libbierodda21@hotmail.com>

From: "libbierodda21@hotmail.com" <libbierodda21@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:07:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elisabeth Rodda libbierodda21@hotmail.com
AU
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"mildred.borders@att.net" <mildred.borders@att.net>

From: "mildred.borders@att.net" <mildred.borders@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:02:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mildred Borders mildred.borders@att.net US
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"drummer8125@optonline.net" <drummer8125@optonline.net>

From: "drummer8125@optonline.net" <drummer8125@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:01:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sal Vivo drummer8125@optonline.net US
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"millshelena@bigpond.com" <millshelena@bigpond.com>

From: "millshelena@bigpond.com" <millshelena@bigpond.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:00:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: millshelena@bigpond.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helena Mills millshelena@bigpond.com AU
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"gmajudyrobbins5@gmail.com" <gmajudyrobbins5@gmail.com>

From: "gmajudyrobbins5@gmail.com" <gmajudyrobbins5@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:00:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Robbins gmajudyrobbins5@gmail.com
US
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"nermacis@gmail.com" <nermacis@gmail.com>

From: "nermacis@gmail.com" <nermacis@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:00:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nerrida McIntosh nermacis@gmail.com US
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"1964tina.m@gmail.com" <1964tina.m@gmail.com>

From: "1964tina.m@gmail.com" <1964tina.m@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:59:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: 1964tina.m@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Michelakis 1964tina.m@gmail.com CA
BE
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"ff@circleofconfusion.com" <ff@circleofconfusion.com>

From: "ff@circleofconfusion.com" <ff@circleofconfusion.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:58:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Frattaroli ff@circleofconfusion.com US
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"jsmalley11@verizon.net" <jsmalley11@verizon.net>

From: "jsmalley11@verizon.net" <jsmalley11@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:58:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Josephine Smalley jsmalley11@verizon.net
US
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"Dolphinstargirl@gmail.com" <Dolphinstargirl@gmail.com>

From: "Dolphinstargirl@gmail.com" <Dolphinstargirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:58:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lyric Hutchinson Dolphinstargirl@gmail.com
TN US
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"cashlm44@gmail.com" <cashlm44@gmail.com>

From: "cashlm44@gmail.com" <cashlm44@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:58:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: cashlm44@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Cash cashlm44@gmail.com VA US
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"mabury@optonline.net" <mabury@optonline.net>

From: "mabury@optonline.net" <mabury@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:57:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "benedictesq@hotmail.com" <benedictesq@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:56:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bmillercnm@gmail.com" <bmillercnm@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:51:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Miller bmillercnm@gmail.com US
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"Andreaaabbott2017@gmail.com" <Andreaaabbott2017@gmail.com>

From: "Andreaaabbott2017@gmail.com"
<Andreaaabbott2017@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:52:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Abbott
Andreaaabbott2017@gmail.com NJ US
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"barbaraasq55@gmail.com" <barbaraasq55@gmail.com>

From: "barbaraasq55@gmail.com" <barbaraasq55@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:52:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Quimby barbaraasq55@gmail.com
US
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"susanadhr@comcast.net" <susanadhr@comcast.net>

From: "susanadhr@comcast.net" <susanadhr@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:51:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mmapesco@hotmail.com" <mmapesco@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ajfotojams@icloud.com" <ajfotojams@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:50:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, AJ Arjona ajfotojams@icloud.com US
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"jsutherland119@gmail.com" <jsutherland119@gmail.com>

From: "jsutherland119@gmail.com" <jsutherland119@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:48:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jodie Sutherland jsutherland119@gmail.com
US
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"sgeorge@ameritech.net" <sgeorge@ameritech.net>

From: "sgeorge@ameritech.net" <sgeorge@ameritech.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:49:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve George sgeorge@ameritech.net US
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"Aguinane68@gmail.net" <Aguinane68@gmail.net>

From: "Aguinane68@gmail.net" <Aguinane68@gmail.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:48:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, A Guinane Aguinane68@gmail.net NH US
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"ak.vincent@thehubbikecoop.biz" <ak.vincent@thehubbikecoop.biz>

From: "ak.vincent@thehubbikecoop.biz"
<ak.vincent@thehubbikecoop.biz>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:47:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "marciakellam@hotmail.com" <marciakellam@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:46:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "heandmeinlv@gmail.com" <heandmeinlv@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:46:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Gilloon heandmeinlv@gmail.com US
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"julieharrism1@hotmail.com" <julieharrism1@hotmail.com>

From: "julieharrism1@hotmail.com" <julieharrism1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:45:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Harris julieharrism1@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kiki11067@hotmail.com" <kiki11067@hotmail.com>

From: "kiki11067@hotmail.com" <kiki11067@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Reguera kiki11067@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carley@apparelwiz.net" <carley@apparelwiz.net>

From: "carley@apparelwiz.net" <carley@apparelwiz.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:45:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Unnaorca@mail.com" <Unnaorca@mail.com>

From: "Unnaorca@mail.com" <Unnaorca@mail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:42:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kareinv@gmail.com" <kareinv@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:41:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ashovlain@hotmail.com" <ashovlain@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:41:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Emma@emmaelliott.com" <Emma@emmaelliott.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "samuel.cohen@outlook.com" <samuel.cohen@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:40:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sam Cohen samuel.cohen@outlook.com CA
US
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"Ubercougar88@gmail.com" <Ubercougar88@gmail.com>

From: "Ubercougar88@gmail.com" <Ubercougar88@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:40:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kay Hollis Ubercougar88@gmail.com GB
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"linda@delaquil.com" <linda@delaquil.com>

From: "linda@delaquil.com" <linda@delaquil.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda DeLaquil linda@delaquil.com MO US
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"lesvia012868@gmail.com" <lesvia012868@gmail.com>

From: "lesvia012868@gmail.com" <lesvia012868@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:34:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Ortega lesvia012868@gmail.com US
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"charleenmorin54@gmail.com" <charleenmorin54@gmail.com>

From: "charleenmorin54@gmail.com" <charleenmorin54@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:33:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charleen Morin charleenmorin54@gmail.com
US
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"danielledavis7.dd@gmail.com" <danielledavis7.dd@gmail.com>

From: "danielledavis7.dd@gmail.com" <danielledavis7.dd@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:32:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danielle Davis danielledavis7.dd@gmail.com
AU
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"Clomey60@gmail.com" <Clomey60@gmail.com>

From: "Clomey60@gmail.com" <Clomey60@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:31:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Hume Clomey60@gmail.com CA US
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"kayluzik@outlook.com" <kayluzik@outlook.com>

From: "kayluzik@outlook.com" <kayluzik@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:29:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "apple-mary@hotmail.com" <apple-mary@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:28:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "maysaraiva@hotmail.com" <maysaraiva@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:28:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Miriam Saraiva maysaraiva@hotmail.com FL
US
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"nicolesole3@gmail.com" <nicolesole3@gmail.com>

From: "nicolesole3@gmail.com" <nicolesole3@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:27:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Sole nicolesole3@gmail.com US
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"btp051@gmail.com" <btp051@gmail.com>

From: "btp051@gmail.com" <btp051@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:27:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Phillips btp051@gmail.com US
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"Barbara.bb@comcast.net" <Barbara.bb@comcast.net>

From: "Barbara.bb@comcast.net" <Barbara.bb@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:26:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Blackwood
Barbara.bb@comcast.net WA US
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"01kimsey@gmail.com" <01kimsey@gmail.com>

From: "01kimsey@gmail.com" <01kimsey@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:24:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Christofferson 01kimsey@gmail.com FL
US
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"jorgemsalas@gmail.com" <jorgemsalas@gmail.com>

From: "jorgemsalas@gmail.com" <jorgemsalas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:24:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, jorge salas jorgemsalas@gmail.com US
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"ctboor909@charter.net" <ctboor909@charter.net>

From: "ctboor909@charter.net" <ctboor909@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:22:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Boor ctboor909@charter.net US
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"Cynthiamccallister@hotmail.com" <Cynthiamccallister@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:21:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sr5050@att.net" <sr5050@att.net>

From: "sr5050@att.net" <sr5050@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:21:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheila Roberts sr5050@att.net MI US
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"jacqueline.hayata@gmail.com" <jacqueline.hayata@gmail.com>

From: "jacqueline.hayata@gmail.com" <jacqueline.hayata@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:19:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "deborahhaws@att.net" <deborahhaws@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:18:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Haws deborahhaws@att.net US
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"pattyhaley77@hotmail.com" <pattyhaley77@hotmail.com>

From: "pattyhaley77@hotmail.com" <pattyhaley77@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:17:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patty Haley pattyhaley77@hotmail.com US
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"chilliard@smcni.org" <chilliard@smcni.org>

From: "chilliard@smcni.org" <chilliard@smcni.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:16:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Ingrid@ingridperri.com" <Ingrid@ingridperri.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:14:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "theresahmorris@comcast.net" <theresahmorris@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:14:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Morris theresahmorris@comcast.net
US
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"sylvita67_6@hotmail.com" <sylvita67_6@hotmail.com>

From: "sylvita67_6@hotmail.com" <sylvita67_6@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:13:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sylvia Gonzalez sylvita67_6@hotmail.com
TX US
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"susanwench@gmail.com" <susanwench@gmail.com>

From: "susanwench@gmail.com" <susanwench@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:13:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Theronmcleod@gmail.com" <Theronmcleod@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:12:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theron Mcleod Theronmcleod@gmail.com
VA US
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"linda6.waite@gmail.com" <linda6.waite@gmail.com>

From: "linda6.waite@gmail.com" <linda6.waite@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:10:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Waite linda6.waite@gmail.com CA
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"amalloyd@verizon.net" <amalloyd@verizon.net>

From: "amalloyd@verizon.net" <amalloyd@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:09:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kimbrown@worldcommunity.com"
<kimbrown@worldcommunity.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:08:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ingrid.eriskirch@web.de" <ingrid.eriskirch@web.de>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:16:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Marianne.beames@gmail.com" <Marianne.beames@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:15:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lkuzma@americaii.com" <lkuzma@americaii.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:14:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lexanddad@hotmail.com" <lexanddad@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:13:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "moirashortway@gmail.com" <moirashortway@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:13:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "flsimpson@msn.com" <flsimpson@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:11:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jwinsett@frontier.com" <jwinsett@frontier.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:10:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mellisa.garzon@gmail.com" <mellisa.garzon@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:10:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mellisa Garzon mellisa.garzon@gmail.com
US
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"dlmorg1@verizon.net" <dlmorg1@verizon.net>

From: "dlmorg1@verizon.net" <dlmorg1@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dan and lynn Morgan dlmorg1@verizon.net
US
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"kingett.kathie@gmail.com" <kingett.kathie@gmail.com>

From: "kingett.kathie@gmail.com" <kingett.kathie@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:10:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"wolves54@icloud.com" <wolves54@icloud.com>

From: "wolves54@icloud.com" <wolves54@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Skalsky wolves54@icloud.com US
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"julie85018@gmail.com" <julie85018@gmail.com>

From: "julie85018@gmail.com" <julie85018@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:08:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Feldman julie85018@gmail.com AZ US



Conversation Contents
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"vansonpb@cox.net" <vansonpb@cox.net>

From: "vansonpb@cox.net" <vansonpb@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:07:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"inaschwartz@comcast.net" <inaschwartz@comcast.net>

From: "inaschwartz@comcast.net" <inaschwartz@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:06:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "edexheimer@hvc.rr.com" <edexheimer@hvc.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:05:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "timhaubry@hotmail.com" <timhaubry@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:06:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kirollos.eskander@gmail.com" <kirollos.eskander@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:04:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kbasso@preferredre.com" <kbasso@preferredre.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:05:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Basso kbasso@preferredre.com US
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"kunkles22@comcast.net" <kunkles22@comcast.net>

From: "kunkles22@comcast.net" <kunkles22@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:03:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sonya Kunkle kunkles22@comcast.net US
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"sandy_heffernan@hotmail.com" <sandy_heffernan@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:03:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Heffernan
sandy_heffernan@hotmail.com US
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"jcit24@hotmail.com" <jcit24@hotmail.com>

From: "jcit24@hotmail.com" <jcit24@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:02:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juan Mora jcit24@hotmail.com FL US
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"ebuhaissi@hotmail.com" <ebuhaissi@hotmail.com>

From: "ebuhaissi@hotmail.com" <ebuhaissi@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:02:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eyad Buhaissi ebuhaissi@hotmail.com US
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"sassynola23@gmail.com" <sassynola23@gmail.com>

From: "sassynola23@gmail.com" <sassynola23@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 05:02:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Riggins sassynola23@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tdugan@tdugan.onmicrosoft.com" <tdugan@tdugan.onmicrosoft.com>

From: "tdugan@tdugan.onmicrosoft.com"
<tdugan@tdugan.onmicrosoft.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:58:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tonya Dugan
tdugan@tdugan.onmicrosoft.com US
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"jmendel715@att.net" <jmendel715@att.net>

From: "jmendel715@att.net" <jmendel715@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:57:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S. Joshua Mendel jmendel715@att.net US
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"susan.campbell15@comcast.net" <susan.campbell15@comcast.net>

From: "susan.campbell15@comcast.net"
<susan.campbell15@comcast.net>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:57:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Middleton
susan.campbell15@comcast.net US
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"helen@seventeentimes.com" <helen@seventeentimes.com>

From: "helen@seventeentimes.com" <helen@seventeentimes.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:56:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Reynolds helen@seventeentimes.com
US
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"themeadow2@hotmail.com" <themeadow2@hotmail.com>

From: "themeadow2@hotmail.com" <themeadow2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:56:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, colleen malmen themeadow2@hotmail.com
US
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"marta.campbell@me.com" <marta.campbell@me.com>

From: "marta.campbell@me.com" <marta.campbell@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:55:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "atechieboss@gmail.com" <atechieboss@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:54:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bestowhealth@gmail.com" <bestowhealth@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:54:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "djyarosh@comcast.net" <djyarosh@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:52:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Yarosh djyarosh@comcast.net PA US
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"jkahn172@gmail.com" <jkahn172@gmail.com>

From: "jkahn172@gmail.com" <jkahn172@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:52:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joshua Kahn jkahn172@gmail.com US
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"srichards6570@comcast.net" <srichards6570@comcast.net>

From: "srichards6570@comcast.net" <srichards6570@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:52:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Richards srichards6570@comcast.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"b1rdseye@me.com" <b1rdseye@me.com>

From: "b1rdseye@me.com" <b1rdseye@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:52:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arda Van dongen b1rdseye@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"patk9kpr@gmail.com" <patk9kpr@gmail.com>

From: "patk9kpr@gmail.com" <patk9kpr@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:52:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Oliver patk9kpr@gmail.com US
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"whodech@bluefrog.com" <whodech@bluefrog.com>

From: "whodech@bluefrog.com" <whodech@bluefrog.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:51:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "macdiarmuid@gmail.com" <macdiarmuid@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brendan Mcdermott
macdiarmuid@gmail.com US
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"katherineg92@hotmail.com" <katherineg92@hotmail.com>

From: "katherineg92@hotmail.com" <katherineg92@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:50:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Guachichullca
katherineg92@hotmail.com US
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"lindalu2660@gmail.com" <lindalu2660@gmail.com>

From: "lindalu2660@gmail.com" <lindalu2660@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:49:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Skinaway lindalu2660@gmail.com US
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"memet3@gmail.com" <memet3@gmail.com>

From: "memet3@gmail.com" <memet3@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:47:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Metakos memet3@gmail.com US
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"gomerlu11@gmail.com" <gomerlu11@gmail.com>

From: "gomerlu11@gmail.com" <gomerlu11@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:47:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elsy Shallman gomerlu11@gmail.com US
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"mjrscn@scnky.org" <mjrscn@scnky.org>

From: "mjrscn@scnky.org" <mjrscn@scnky.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:46:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cjllb@msn.com" <cjllb@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "leeshorses@rrv.net" <leeshorses@rrv.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:45:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sarmey@med.umich.edu" <sarmey@med.umich.edu>

From: "sarmey@med.umich.edu" <sarmey@med.umich.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:45:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "psaugust@earthlink.net" <psaugust@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:45:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dgwoodcock@vcu.edu" <dgwoodcock@vcu.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:44:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"joeyc13@comcast.net" <joeyc13@comcast.net>

From: "joeyc13@comcast.net" <joeyc13@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:43:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JoAnne Caravella joeyc13@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"k.johnston@comcast.net" <k.johnston@comcast.net>

From: "k.johnston@comcast.net" <k.johnston@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:41:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "walkingpups@icloud.com" <walkingpups@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:42:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "soraleya@hotmail.com" <soraleya@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:40:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eebart@att.net" <eebart@att.net>

From: "eebart@att.net" <eebart@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:40:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Bartholomew eebart@att.net US
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"dkelley1@ithaca.edu" <dkelley1@ithaca.edu>

From: "dkelley1@ithaca.edu" <dkelley1@ithaca.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:40:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danica Kelley dkelley1@ithaca.edu US
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"jprhoades1979@hotmail.com" <jprhoades1979@hotmail.com>

From: "jprhoades1979@hotmail.com" <jprhoades1979@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:38:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Rhoades
jprhoades1979@hotmail.com US
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"cswiggett649@comcast.net" <cswiggett649@comcast.net>

From: "cswiggett649@comcast.net" <cswiggett649@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:38:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Swiggett
cswiggett649@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cottonthomas@sccoast.net" <cottonthomas@sccoast.net>

From: "cottonthomas@sccoast.net" <cottonthomas@sccoast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:37:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "greyghostranch@peoplepc.com"
<greyghostranch@peoplepc.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:37:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Gail1muse@hotmail.com" <Gail1muse@hotmail.com>

From: "Gail1muse@hotmail.com" <Gail1muse@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:37:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Stern Gail1muse@hotmail.com US
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"lisastoneham1@hotmail.com" <lisastoneham1@hotmail.com>

From: "lisastoneham1@hotmail.com" <lisastoneham1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:37:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Stoneham lisastoneham1@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fiona1056@gmail.com" <fiona1056@gmail.com>

From: "fiona1056@gmail.com" <fiona1056@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:37:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fiona England fiona1056@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"johannemal@videotron.ca" <johannemal@videotron.ca>

From: "johannemal@videotron.ca" <johannemal@videotron.ca>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:36:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "patricia.turicchia@email.it" <patricia.turicchia@email.it>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:35:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jehanne.fahmy@hotmail.fr" <jehanne.fahmy@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:34:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kingett.kathie@gmail.com" <kingett.kathie@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:34:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cccatcarroll@gmail.com" <cccatcarroll@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:34:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:33:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "arnoldwelber@comcast.net" <arnoldwelber@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:31:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"emelyc03@gmail.com" <emelyc03@gmail.com>

From: "emelyc03@gmail.com" <emelyc03@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:30:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amelia Cerda emelyc03@gmail.com US
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"lwilkins71@comcast.net" <lwilkins71@comcast.net>

From: "lwilkins71@comcast.net" <lwilkins71@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:29:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynda Wilkins lwilkins71@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kmastandrea@verizon.net" <kmastandrea@verizon.net>

From: "kmastandrea@verizon.net" <kmastandrea@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:29:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cairistionamcgregor@msn.com"
<cairistionamcgregor@msn.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:28:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"las60seyerle@gmail.com" <las60seyerle@gmail.com>

From: "las60seyerle@gmail.com" <las60seyerle@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:28:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Newhams las60seyerle@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bryonencinias@hotmail.com" <bryonencinias@hotmail.com>

From: "bryonencinias@hotmail.com" <bryonencinias@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:25:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jennifer.worrel@gmail.com" <jennifer.worrel@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:22:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Worrel jennifer.worrel@gmail.com
US
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"meows11@cox.net" <meows11@cox.net>

From: "meows11@cox.net" <meows11@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:22:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Young meows11@cox.net US
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"t.talbot@juno.com" <t.talbot@juno.com>

From: "t.talbot@juno.com" <t.talbot@juno.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:22:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tricia Talbot t.talbot@juno.com US
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"sherriehanson8@gmail.com" <sherriehanson8@gmail.com>

From: "sherriehanson8@gmail.com" <sherriehanson8@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:22:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherrie Hanson sherriehanson8@gmail.com
US
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"skydive96@verizon.net" <skydive96@verizon.net>

From: "skydive96@verizon.net" <skydive96@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:19:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jocelyn B skydive96@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ragdoll1@comcast.net" <ragdoll1@comcast.net>

From: "ragdoll1@comcast.net" <ragdoll1@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:19:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Fair ragdoll1@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ncuoco@comcast.net" <ncuoco@comcast.net>

From: "ncuoco@comcast.net" <ncuoco@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:18:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jghayter@bellsouth.net" <jghayter@bellsouth.net>

From: "jghayter@bellsouth.net" <jghayter@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:17:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jlenchner@verizon.net" <jlenchner@verizon.net>

From: "jlenchner@verizon.net" <jlenchner@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:16:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



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

From: "dodopitt@gmail.com" <dodopitt@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:16:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Pitt dodopitt@gmail.com US
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"spooky2b@msn.com" <spooky2b@msn.com>

From: "spooky2b@msn.com" <spooky2b@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:13:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dean Hensel spooky2b@msn.com US
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"mraphael@twc.com" <mraphael@twc.com>

From: "mraphael@twc.com" <mraphael@twc.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:13:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"saldoory@apslearns.org" <saldoory@apslearns.org>

From: "saldoory@apslearns.org" <saldoory@apslearns.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:11:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "auntbanana@gmail.com" <auntbanana@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:08:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J FULLER auntbanana@gmail.com US
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"punkinbigbox2@outlook.com" <punkinbigbox2@outlook.com>

From: "punkinbigbox2@outlook.com" <punkinbigbox2@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:08:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Rogers punkinbigbox2@outlook.com
US
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"cheroffb123@gmail.com" <cheroffb123@gmail.com>

From: "cheroffb123@gmail.com" <cheroffb123@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:08:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brandt Cheroff cheroffb123@gmail.com US
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"downby@bcgov.net" <downby@bcgov.net>

From: "downby@bcgov.net" <downby@bcgov.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:07:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"blucatuorto1@icloud.com" <blucatuorto1@icloud.com>

From: "blucatuorto1@icloud.com" <blucatuorto1@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:04:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Lucatuorto blucatuorto1@icloud.com
US
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"sljungquist@verizon.net" <sljungquist@verizon.net>

From: "sljungquist@verizon.net" <sljungquist@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 04:01:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pattywmurphy@gmail.com" <pattywmurphy@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:58:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "khallmar@kennesaw.edu" <khallmar@kennesaw.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:55:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "grfdolphin@gmail.com" <grfdolphin@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:55:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sallysimons@live.com" <sallysimons@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:54:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sally Simons sallysimons@live.com US
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"cbarbato30@gmail.com" <cbarbato30@gmail.com>

From: "cbarbato30@gmail.com" <cbarbato30@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:52:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christian Barbato cbarbato30@gmail.com PA
US
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"nicolealger@me.com" <nicolealger@me.com>

From: "nicolealger@me.com" <nicolealger@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:52:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gloverm@nationwide.com" <gloverm@nationwide.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:49:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melanie Glover gloverm@nationwide.com US
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"mwilletts1@gmail.com" <mwilletts1@gmail.com>

From: "mwilletts1@gmail.com" <mwilletts1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:49:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Willetts mwilletts1@gmail.com US
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"maggiejoi123@gmail.com" <maggiejoi123@gmail.com>

From: "maggiejoi123@gmail.com" <maggiejoi123@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:46:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, diana joyce maggiejoi123@gmail.com IE
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"moniquemandellranch@icloud.com" <moniquemandellranch@icloud.com>

From: "moniquemandellranch@icloud.com"
<moniquemandellranch@icloud.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:46:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "aguadagn@att.net" <aguadagn@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mphbanning@gmail.com" <mphbanning@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:45:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Hendlish mphbanning@gmail.com
US
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"gollfingrangran191@gmail.com" <gollfingrangran191@gmail.com>

From: "gollfingrangran191@gmail.com"
<gollfingrangran191@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:44:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Greene gollfingrangran191@gmail.com
US
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"zafarsayed@hotmail.com" <zafarsayed@hotmail.com>

From: "zafarsayed@hotmail.com" <zafarsayed@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:40:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Zafar Sayed zafarsayed@hotmail.com US
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"biancazen50@gmail.com" <biancazen50@gmail.com>

From: "biancazen50@gmail.com" <biancazen50@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:40:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bianca Zen biancazen50@gmail.com US
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"catballou7@hotmail.com" <catballou7@hotmail.com>

From: "catballou7@hotmail.com" <catballou7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:40:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am getting so weary of so much negativity, violence and inhumanity in our world. Please allow
common sense and decency to prevail. Leave these animals alone. I question the deep down
psychological need for people to kill these animals in an unfair fight. Can't we just have peace in
nature? I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is
brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of
foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of
conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when
hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melanie
Blank catballou7@hotmail.com US
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"kberger12@comcast.net" <kberger12@comcast.net>

From: "kberger12@comcast.net" <kberger12@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:39:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Berger kberger12@comcast.net US
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"julesrs007@gmail.com" <julesrs007@gmail.com>

From: "julesrs007@gmail.com" <julesrs007@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:38:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Stuckey julesrs007@gmail.com FL US
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"valbamber@gmail.com" <valbamber@gmail.com>

From: "valbamber@gmail.com" <valbamber@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:36:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mina3333@comcast.net" <mina3333@comcast.net>

From: "mina3333@comcast.net" <mina3333@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penelope Agodoa mina3333@comcast.net
US
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"barhydt@cox.net" <barhydt@cox.net>

From: "barhydt@cox.net" <barhydt@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:35:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "berangere@diamantbleuparis.com"
<berangere@diamantbleuparis.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:33:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, berangere hannedouche
berangere@diamantbleuparis.com US
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"trish20@optonline.net" <trish20@optonline.net>

From: "trish20@optonline.net" <trish20@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:33:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tricia Hamilton trish20@optonline.net US
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"kathlarr@hughes.net" <kathlarr@hughes.net>

From: "kathlarr@hughes.net" <kathlarr@hughes.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:32:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bearsthere@hotmail.com" <bearsthere@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:29:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bear Mateja bearsthere@hotmail.com CO
US
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"seawngs1217@verizon.net" <seawngs1217@verizon.net>

From: "seawngs1217@verizon.net" <seawngs1217@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:22:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scott Zuckerman seawngs1217@verizon.net
US
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"777@nyc.rr.com" <777@nyc.rr.com>

From: "777@nyc.rr.com" <777@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:23:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, valerie horowitz 777@nyc.rr.com US
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"angrboda999@gmail.com" <angrboda999@gmail.com>

From: "angrboda999@gmail.com" <angrboda999@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:22:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Evask angrboda999@gmail.com CA
US
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"kattrakka@hotmail.com" <kattrakka@hotmail.com>

From: "kattrakka@hotmail.com" <kattrakka@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:21:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pdekom@socal.rr.com" <pdekom@socal.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:21:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peggy Dekom pdekom@socal.rr.com US
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"195mindy@att.net" <195mindy@att.net>

From: "195mindy@att.net" <195mindy@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:19:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mindy Jones 195mindy@att.net US
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"nick200029@hotmail.com" <nick200029@hotmail.com>

From: "nick200029@hotmail.com" <nick200029@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:18:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicholas Agranoff nick200029@hotmail.com
US
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"patti7@cox.net" <patti7@cox.net>

From: "patti7@cox.net" <patti7@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:18:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Stock patti7@cox.net US
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"Marianne.beames@gmail.com" <Marianne.beames@gmail.com>

From: "Marianne.beames@gmail.com" <Marianne.beames@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:17:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "derryjane@comcast.net" <derryjane@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:15:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "adam.zwik@interia.pl" <adam.zwik@interia.pl>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:13:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "shelan.hasan@gmail.com" <shelan.hasan@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:11:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "melbalajara@gmail.com" <melbalajara@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:10:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melba Lajara melbalajara@gmail.com PR US
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"nsmith3723@charter.net" <nsmith3723@charter.net>

From: "nsmith3723@charter.net" <nsmith3723@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:09:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Smith nsmith3723@charter.net US
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"mstasber@bellsouth.net" <mstasber@bellsouth.net>

From: "mstasber@bellsouth.net" <mstasber@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:08:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "krystynawiseman@gmail.com" <krystynawiseman@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:08:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "leomankind@gmail.com" <leomankind@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:00:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shubhendu Roy leomankind@gmail.com IN
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"nsrwa5@gmail.com" <nsrwa5@gmail.com>

From: "nsrwa5@gmail.com" <nsrwa5@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:59:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, neil ryding nsrwa5@gmail.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"spfarmer@roadrunner.com" <spfarmer@roadrunner.com>

From: "spfarmer@roadrunner.com" <spfarmer@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:57:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"punkin4@gmail.com" <punkin4@gmail.com>

From: "punkin4@gmail.com" <punkin4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:56:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terri Monroe punkin4@gmail.com US
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Moontripper61@gmail.com

"Moontripper61@gmail.com" <Moontripper61@gmail.com>

From: "Moontripper61@gmail.com" <Moontripper61@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:56:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Moontripper61@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Watson Moontripper61@gmail.com CA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"1964tina.m@gmai.com" <1964tina.m@gmai.com>

From: "1964tina.m@gmai.com" <1964tina.m@gmai.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:55:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Michelakis 1964tina.m@gmai.com CA
BE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mmmtracyg@verizon.net" <mmmtracyg@verizon.net>

From: "mmmtracyg@verizon.net" <mmmtracyg@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:55:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"chipannan@icloud.com" <chipannan@icloud.com>

From: "chipannan@icloud.com" <chipannan@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:52:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"andrerieulover@gmail.com" <andrerieulover@gmail.com>

From: "andrerieulover@gmail.com" <andrerieulover@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:49:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"missmaddy1987@gmail.com" <missmaddy1987@gmail.com>

From: "missmaddy1987@gmail.com" <missmaddy1987@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:49:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Madalyn Chevallier
missmaddy1987@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"manuela.couto@fplapa.pt" <manuela.couto@fplapa.pt>

From: "manuela.couto@fplapa.pt" <manuela.couto@fplapa.pt>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:47:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"impalass@hawaii.rr.com" <impalass@hawaii.rr.com>

From: "impalass@hawaii.rr.com" <impalass@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:46:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lagsampley@gmail.com" <lagsampley@gmail.com>

From: "lagsampley@gmail.com" <lagsampley@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:44:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ajbullcity@gmail.com" <ajbullcity@gmail.com>

From: "ajbullcity@gmail.com" <ajbullcity@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:42:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annie Jarabek ajbullcity@gmail.com US
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"kbutkiewicus1@frontiernet.net" <kbutkiewicus1@frontiernet.net>

From: "kbutkiewicus1@frontiernet.net" <kbutkiewicus1@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:41:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Butkiewicus
kbutkiewicus1@frontiernet.net US
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"prouse@free.fr" <prouse@free.fr>

From: "prouse@free.fr" <prouse@free.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:40:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, yo pere prouse@free.fr FR
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"clw2350@bellsouth.net" <clw2350@bellsouth.net>

From: "clw2350@bellsouth.net" <clw2350@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:40:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christina Williams clw2350@bellsouth.net US
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"rb737@cornell.edu" <rb737@cornell.edu>

From: "rb737@cornell.edu" <rb737@cornell.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:38:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rj Barthelmie rb737@cornell.edu NY US
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"lanilang61@gmail.com" <lanilang61@gmail.com>

From: "lanilang61@gmail.com" <lanilang61@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:37:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leanne Lang lanilang61@gmail.com AU
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"awellcome@gmail.com" <awellcome@gmail.com>

From: "awellcome@gmail.com" <awellcome@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:29:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gkorsen@cox.net" <gkorsen@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:27:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bridemae@gmail.com" <bridemae@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:25:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Becker bridemae@gmail.com US
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"kycor5d@hotmail.com" <kycor5d@hotmail.com>

From: "kycor5d@hotmail.com" <kycor5d@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:24:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail96738 Ikoma i kycor5d@hotmail.com HI
US
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"mailebvu@gmail.com" <mailebvu@gmail.com>

From: "mailebvu@gmail.com" <mailebvu@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:21:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mrsmariaodonnell@eircom.net" <mrsmariaodonnell@eircom.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:19:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kelly_r_dorr@uhc.com" <kelly_r_dorr@uhc.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"toosexy51870@gmail.com" <toosexy51870@gmail.com>

From: "toosexy51870@gmail.com" <toosexy51870@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:14:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Ball toosexy51870@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"riajaggard@hotmail.com" <riajaggard@hotmail.com>

From: "riajaggard@hotmail.com" <riajaggard@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:13:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"miriam.bell@xtra.co.nz" <miriam.bell@xtra.co.nz>

From: "miriam.bell@xtra.co.nz" <miriam.bell@xtra.co.nz>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:12:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"storyjewels@me.com" <storyjewels@me.com>

From: "storyjewels@me.com" <storyjewels@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:11:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"linash.bs@gmail.com" <linash.bs@gmail.com>

From: "linash.bs@gmail.com" <linash.bs@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:11:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bobbette Bross linash.bs@gmail.com US
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"lkoel04@comcast.net" <lkoel04@comcast.net>

From: "lkoel04@comcast.net" <lkoel04@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:10:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leonard Koel lkoel04@comcast.net US
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"maxieluv1@gmail.com" <maxieluv1@gmail.com>

From: "maxieluv1@gmail.com" <maxieluv1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:09:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Olga Morales maxieluv1@gmail.com NJ US
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"antoinetteavery@hotmail.com" <antoinetteavery@hotmail.com>

From: "antoinetteavery@hotmail.com" <antoinetteavery@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:09:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jrlightenup@gmail.com" <jrlightenup@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:07:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "findmetenants@gmail.com" <findmetenants@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:05:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com" <ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:04:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com

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

From: "mrelja@gmail.com" <mrelja@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:03:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "onanabstractplain@gmail.com" <onanabstractplain@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:02:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Pattawi-Gamlin
onanabstractplain@gmail.com IL US
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"sospresident1@gmail.com" <sospresident1@gmail.com>

From: "sospresident1@gmail.com" <sospresident1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:59:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Lillis sospresident1@gmail.com US
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"sm.rosebud59@gmail.com" <sm.rosebud59@gmail.com>

From: "sm.rosebud59@gmail.com" <sm.rosebud59@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:58:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosemary Smith sm.rosebud59@gmail.com
US
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"angieclark5@hotmail.com" <angieclark5@hotmail.com>

From: "angieclark5@hotmail.com" <angieclark5@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:55:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Clark angieclark5@hotmail.com US
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"ZookeeperM1@msn.com" <ZookeeperM1@msn.com>

From: "ZookeeperM1@msn.com" <ZookeeperM1@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:52:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Hodgkins ZookeeperM1@msn.com
TX US
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"ChrisChernoski@outlook.com" <ChrisChernoski@outlook.com>

From: "ChrisChernoski@outlook.com" <ChrisChernoski@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:52:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "monasabeti@gmail.com" <monasabeti@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:51:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "thaisw@verizon.net" <thaisw@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:48:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "racheltos@hotmail.com" <racheltos@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:47:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "djcarruthersnm@hotmail.com" <djcarruthersnm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:47:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"zhora@anthroland.com" <zhora@anthroland.com>

From: "zhora@anthroland.com" <zhora@anthroland.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:46:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mbhonaker@gmail.com" <mbhonaker@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:43:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make Changes to the International Wildlife So Called
'Conservation' Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes some basic modifications before it is brought into
effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species
that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts
that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their
habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions
that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side
effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does
more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for
promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific
evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such
evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. A recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
do NOT support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the
gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for
conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to
“streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek
“regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking
the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this
council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, MB Honaker
mbhonaker@gmail.com AZ US
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"ylugo2012@gmail.com" <ylugo2012@gmail.com>

From: "ylugo2012@gmail.com" <ylugo2012@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:43:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yolanda Lugo ylugo2012@gmail.com US
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"gdegrenier8260@msn.com" <gdegrenier8260@msn.com>

From: "gdegrenier8260@msn.com" <gdegrenier8260@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:43:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gina DeGrenier gdegrenier8260@msn.com
US
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"catherine.odonohue@gmail.com" <catherine.odonohue@gmail.com>

From: "catherine.odonohue@gmail.com"
<catherine.odonohue@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:43:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tonygrijal@roadrunner.com" <tonygrijal@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:41:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

From: "alisoneasom@hotmail.co.uk" <alisoneasom@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:42:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "magickhours@gmail.com" <magickhours@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:42:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurel Brewer magickhours@gmail.com CA
US
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"moontripper61@gmail.com" <moontripper61@gmail.com>

From: "moontripper61@gmail.com" <moontripper61@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:39:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Watson moontripper61@gmail.com US
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"alison.m.onyango@gmail.com" <alison.m.onyango@gmail.com>

From: "alison.m.onyango@gmail.com" <alison.m.onyango@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:36:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alison Onyango
alison.m.onyango@gmail.com US
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"guadalupe.pita.121293@gmail.com" <guadalupe.pita.121293@gmail.com>

From: "guadalupe.pita.121293@gmail.com"
<guadalupe.pita.121293@gmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:32:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Guadalupe Arenas
guadalupe.pita.121293@gmail.com US
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"mayorofatlrd@gmail.com" <mayorofatlrd@gmail.com>

From: "mayorofatlrd@gmail.com" <mayorofatlrd@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:26:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"tomzeke500@outlook.com" <tomzeke500@outlook.com>

From: "tomzeke500@outlook.com" <tomzeke500@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:24:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, theodore furman tomzeke500@outlook.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"farrarre@msn.com" <farrarre@msn.com>

From: "farrarre@msn.com" <farrarre@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:23:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hcarl54@icloud.com" <hcarl54@icloud.com>

From: "hcarl54@icloud.com" <hcarl54@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:24:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hope Carl hcarl54@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gallanosak@live.com" <gallanosak@live.com>

From: "gallanosak@live.com" <gallanosak@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:23:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kshimata@hawaiiantel.net" <kshimata@hawaiiantel.net>

From: "kshimata@hawaiiantel.net" <kshimata@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:23:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"hotrodjane@fioptics.com" <hotrodjane@fioptics.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kcastr@msn.com" <kcastr@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:22:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rothery@frontiernet.net" <rothery@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:18:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rothery Gensel rothery@frontiernet.net US
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"rosiesdog2015@gmail.com" <rosiesdog2015@gmail.com>

From: "rosiesdog2015@gmail.com" <rosiesdog2015@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:17:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane solomon rosiesdog2015@gmail.com
WA US
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"les4pattes2@gmail.com" <les4pattes2@gmail.com>

From: "les4pattes2@gmail.com" <les4pattes2@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:16:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Véronique Lemaire les4pattes2@gmail.com
BE
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"shymkiwa@bellsouth.net" <shymkiwa@bellsouth.net>

From: "shymkiwa@bellsouth.net" <shymkiwa@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:16:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ginapmac@att.net" <ginapmac@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:15:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Regina Mcnamara ginapmac@att.net US
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"abiggers80@gmail.com" <abiggers80@gmail.com>

From: "abiggers80@gmail.com" <abiggers80@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:15:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Biggers abiggers80@gmail.com US
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"bluebrownie2@hughes.net" <bluebrownie2@hughes.net>

From: "bluebrownie2@hughes.net" <bluebrownie2@hughes.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:13:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol McMahon bluebrownie2@hughes.net
CA US
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"kellshan@hotmail.com" <kellshan@hotmail.com>

From: "kellshan@hotmail.com" <kellshan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:12:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janineamorgan@hotmail.com" <janineamorgan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:11:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janine Morgan janineamorgan@hotmail.com
US
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"smittieme2212@outlook.com" <smittieme2212@outlook.com>

From: "smittieme2212@outlook.com" <smittieme2212@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:09:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, ME Smit smittieme2212@outlook.com NL
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"jakk15040@comcast.net" <jakk15040@comcast.net>

From: "jakk15040@comcast.net" <jakk15040@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:08:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anita Gimre jakk15040@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"qsilver13@gmail.com" <qsilver13@gmail.com>

From: "qsilver13@gmail.com" <qsilver13@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:08:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rik Glenn qsilver13@gmail.com AZ US
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"anafloresart@gmail.com" <anafloresart@gmail.com>

From: "anafloresart@gmail.com" <anafloresart@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:05:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana Flores anafloresart@gmail.com ZA
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"gilly1963@hotmail.co.uk" <gilly1963@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "gilly1963@hotmail.co.uk" <gilly1963@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:04:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gill Robinson gilly1963@hotmail.co.uk US
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"thackereli@comcast.net" <thackereli@comcast.net>

From: "thackereli@comcast.net" <thackereli@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:02:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Thacker thackereli@comcast.net
US
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"pamela-lee1@hotmail.com" <pamela-lee1@hotmail.com>

From: "pamela-lee1@hotmail.com" <pamela-lee1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Lee pamela-lee1@hotmail.com ES
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"shana1712@gmail.com" <shana1712@gmail.com>

From: "shana1712@gmail.com" <shana1712@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:00:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Moore shana1712@gmail.com US
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"Megan.gardner@bigpond.com" <Megan.gardner@bigpond.com>

From: "Megan.gardner@bigpond.com" <Megan.gardner@bigpond.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:58:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Gardner
Megan.gardner@bigpond.com AU
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"nascar8160@hotmail.com" <nascar8160@hotmail.com>

From: "nascar8160@hotmail.com" <nascar8160@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:57:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Glenn Mullins nascar8160@hotmail.com US
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"Wootton.a.holly@gmail.com" <Wootton.a.holly@gmail.com>

From: "Wootton.a.holly@gmail.com" <Wootton.a.holly@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:56:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "topzy.svensson@hotmail.com" <topzy.svensson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:55:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"cathy.revis@gmail.com" <cathy.revis@gmail.com>

From: "cathy.revis@gmail.com" <cathy.revis@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Revis cathy.revis@gmail.com US
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"ljrapp1@msn.com" <ljrapp1@msn.com>

From: "ljrapp1@msn.com" <ljrapp1@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:50:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia Rapp ljrapp1@msn.com ND US
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"ludwigdonna@hotmail.com" <ludwigdonna@hotmail.com>

From: "ludwigdonna@hotmail.com" <ludwigdonna@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:49:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "charles@constitutionalgov.us" <charles@constitutionalgov.us>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:45:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pollyeliason@gmail.com" <pollyeliason@gmail.com>

From: "pollyeliason@gmail.com" <pollyeliason@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:42:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "antmarmac@icloud.com" <antmarmac@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "goldfinch@mac.com" <goldfinch@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:41:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ayako Olmstead goldfinch@mac.com US
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"sgiff111@gmail.com" <sgiff111@gmail.com>

From: "sgiff111@gmail.com" <sgiff111@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacy Giffin sgiff111@gmail.com US
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"johnsonlance6@gmail.com" <johnsonlance6@gmail.com>

From: "johnsonlance6@gmail.com" <johnsonlance6@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:40:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lance johnson johnsonlance6@gmail.com US
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"claude@thestuntman.com" <claude@thestuntman.com>

From: "claude@thestuntman.com" <claude@thestuntman.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:40:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "amykiba@hotmail.com" <amykiba@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:39:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "quinnster@gmail.com" <quinnster@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:38:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "saracoopertx@me.com" <saracoopertx@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:38:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "milcinoskiilija@gmail.com" <milcinoskiilija@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:37:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elijah Milchinoski milcinoskiilija@gmail.com
CA US
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"ceverts1197@att.net" <ceverts1197@att.net>

From: "ceverts1197@att.net" <ceverts1197@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:36:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Everts ceverts1197@att.net US
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"ejsissons@gmail.com" <ejsissons@gmail.com>

From: "ejsissons@gmail.com" <ejsissons@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:36:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Sissons ejsissons@gmail.com US
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"cx4mom@gmail.com" <cx4mom@gmail.com>

From: "cx4mom@gmail.com" <cx4mom@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:33:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christy Niezgodzki cx4mom@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mhargas21@gmail.com" <mhargas21@gmail.com>

From: "mhargas21@gmail.com" <mhargas21@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:32:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Hargas mhargas21@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cflinton@gmail.com" <cflinton@gmail.com>

From: "cflinton@gmail.com" <cflinton@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:32:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Joke-haan@outlook.com" <Joke-haan@outlook.com>

From: "Joke-haan@outlook.com" <Joke-haan@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:30:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jrchaus@hotmail.com" <jrchaus@hotmail.com>

From: "jrchaus@hotmail.com" <jrchaus@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:29:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kirstena1@msn.com" <kirstena1@msn.com>

From: "kirstena1@msn.com" <kirstena1@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:26:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kirsten Andersen kirstena1@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"norahjo.1968@gmail.com" <norahjo.1968@gmail.com>

From: "norahjo.1968@gmail.com" <norahjo.1968@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:26:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nora Oliver norahjo.1968@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"petraegging@hotmail.com" <petraegging@hotmail.com>

From: "petraegging@hotmail.com" <petraegging@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:26:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ruelas.merely48@icloud.com" <ruelas.merely48@icloud.com>

From: "ruelas.merely48@icloud.com" <ruelas.merely48@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:25:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Merely Ruelas ruelas.merely48@icloud.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lesliesayre@rfmgroup.com" <lesliesayre@rfmgroup.com>

From: "lesliesayre@rfmgroup.com" <lesliesayre@rfmgroup.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:22:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"drivey@me.com" <drivey@me.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "LishaDaigle@hotmail.com" <LishaDaigle@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:21:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lzurcher@ccgmail.net" <lzurcher@ccgmail.net>

From: "lzurcher@ccgmail.net" <lzurcher@ccgmail.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:20:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mvar1@hotmail.com" <mvar1@hotmail.com>

From: "mvar1@hotmail.com" <mvar1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:20:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Lucente mvar1@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"clotinecoconut@hotmail.com" <clotinecoconut@hotmail.com>

From: "clotinecoconut@hotmail.com" <clotinecoconut@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:19:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"csoragha@hotmail.com" <csoragha@hotmail.com>

From: "csoragha@hotmail.com" <csoragha@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:16:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "als@bellsouth.net" <als@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:13:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ctravers.71@verizon.net" <ctravers.71@verizon.net>

From: "ctravers.71@verizon.net" <ctravers.71@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:12:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"reysusan@gmail.com" <reysusan@gmail.com>

From: "reysusan@gmail.com" <reysusan@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:10:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "edupras@club-internet.fr" <edupras@club-internet.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:10:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ntallar@hotmail.com" <ntallar@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:08:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "brendasts@gmail.com" <brendasts@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:08:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:08:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fosterswens@comcast.net" <fosterswens@comcast.net>

From: "fosterswens@comcast.net" <fosterswens@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:04:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Tracyjb1964@live.com" <Tracyjb1964@live.com>

From: "Tracyjb1964@live.com" <Tracyjb1964@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:04:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Bonner Tracyjb1964@live.com VA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"angietchouky@gmail.com" <angietchouky@gmail.com>

From: "angietchouky@gmail.com" <angietchouky@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:04:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kaaalpha@juno.com" <kaaalpha@juno.com>

From: "kaaalpha@juno.com" <kaaalpha@juno.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:03:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jan.flores@comcast.net" <jan.flores@comcast.net>

From: "jan.flores@comcast.net" <jan.flores@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:01:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"nihipalim001@hawaii.rr.com" <nihipalim001@hawaii.rr.com>

From: "nihipalim001@hawaii.rr.com" <nihipalim001@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Nihipali nihipalim001@hawaii.rr.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"su3@duke.edu" <su3@duke.edu>

From: "su3@duke.edu" <su3@duke.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:58:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Serhat Uyurkulak su3@duke.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cbjennifer@tmo.at" <cbjennifer@tmo.at>

From: "cbjennifer@tmo.at" <cbjennifer@tmo.at>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"andrerieulover@gmail.com" <andrerieulover@gmail.com>

From: "andrerieulover@gmail.com" <andrerieulover@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:55:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Biancazen50@gmail.com" <Biancazen50@gmail.com>

From: "Biancazen50@gmail.com" <Biancazen50@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:54:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bianca Zen Biancazen50@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gwenditlefsen@gmail.com" <gwenditlefsen@gmail.com>

From: "gwenditlefsen@gmail.com" <gwenditlefsen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:53:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dottieclark@gmail.com" <dottieclark@gmail.com>

From: "dottieclark@gmail.com" <dottieclark@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:54:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tico.fakename@gmail.com" <tico.fakename@gmail.com>

From: "tico.fakename@gmail.com" <tico.fakename@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:53:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"tiffanymillet83@gmail.com" <tiffanymillet83@gmail.com>

From: "tiffanymillet83@gmail.com" <tiffanymillet83@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:52:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Pond tiffanymillet83@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"skking@msn.com" <skking@msn.com>

From: "skking@msn.com" <skking@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"winnih@earthlink.net" <winnih@earthlink.net>

From: "winnih@earthlink.net" <winnih@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:51:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"hollyandivy@goldenowlhouse.net" <hollyandivy@goldenowlhouse.net>

From: "hollyandivy@goldenowlhouse.net"
<hollyandivy@goldenowlhouse.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:50:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kriggs@mindspring.com" <kriggs@mindspring.com>

From: "kriggs@mindspring.com" <kriggs@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:50:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"marilynfjacobs@gmail.com" <marilynfjacobs@gmail.com>

From: "marilynfjacobs@gmail.com" <marilynfjacobs@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:49:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:49:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Cummings
annecummingsguam@gmail.com US
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"la.belle.au.bois.dormant19@gmail.com"
<la.belle.au.bois.dormant19@gmail.com>

From: "la.belle.au.bois.dormant19@gmail.com"
<la.belle.au.bois.dormant19@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:48:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cassandra Treppeda
la.belle.au.bois.dormant19@gmail.com NY US
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"danazup@att.net" <danazup@att.net>

From: "danazup@att.net" <danazup@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:47:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Zupanovich danazup@att.net CA US
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"beverlymagid22@gmail.com" <beverlymagid22@gmail.com>

From: "beverlymagid22@gmail.com" <beverlymagid22@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:47:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Magid beverlymagid22@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"theboultons@telkomsa.net" <theboultons@telkomsa.net>

From: "theboultons@telkomsa.net" <theboultons@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:45:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"vmlinuz101@gmail.com" <vmlinuz101@gmail.com>

From: "vmlinuz101@gmail.com" <vmlinuz101@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:45:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donal Farrell vmlinuz101@gmail.com US
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"claythoughts7@gmail.com" <claythoughts7@gmail.com>

From: "claythoughts7@gmail.com" <claythoughts7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:45:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Clay claythoughts7@gmail.com US
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"fnthorp@gmail.com" <fnthorp@gmail.com>

From: "fnthorp@gmail.com" <fnthorp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:45:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Thorp fnthorp@gmail.com US
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"ngh55118@centurylink.net" <ngh55118@centurylink.net>

From: "ngh55118@centurylink.net" <ngh55118@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:44:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Hale ngh55118@centurylink.net US



Conversation Contents
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"lmlynley@icloud.com" <lmlynley@icloud.com>

From: "lmlynley@icloud.com" <lmlynley@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:43:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cpulgados@gmail.com" <cpulgados@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:41:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charmaine Pulgados cpulgados@gmail.com
US
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"kfoster00@hotmail.com" <kfoster00@hotmail.com>

From: "kfoster00@hotmail.com" <kfoster00@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:39:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Foster kfoster00@hotmail.com HI US
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"drkms1@gmail.com" <drkms1@gmail.com>

From: "drkms1@gmail.com" <drkms1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:39:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Sheehan drkms1@gmail.com US
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"anitabrewer.usa@gmail.com" <anitabrewer.usa@gmail.com>

From: "anitabrewer.usa@gmail.com" <anitabrewer.usa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:38:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wynfall@satx.rr.com" <wynfall@satx.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:37:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jimmie Burris wynfall@satx.rr.com US
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"punkee007@gmail.com" <punkee007@gmail.com>

From: "punkee007@gmail.com" <punkee007@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Delan Mcloren punkee007@gmail.com US
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Please make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"langford@peak.org" <langford@peak.org>

From: "langford@peak.org" <langford@peak.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:36:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

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

"sarank@mac.com" <sarank@mac.com>

From: "sarank@mac.com" <sarank@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Saran K. sarank@mac.com US
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"photogirl4ever@mail.com" <photogirl4ever@mail.com>

From: "photogirl4ever@mail.com" <photogirl4ever@mail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Audrain photogirl4ever@mail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"puppytrouble@comcast.net" <puppytrouble@comcast.net>

From: "puppytrouble@comcast.net" <puppytrouble@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:35:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ccluckylady@mindspring.com" <ccluckylady@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:34:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Nillkempchan@telus.net" <Nillkempchan@telus.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:33:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Kemp Nillkempchan@telus.net WY CA
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"sassypants727@hotmail.com" <sassypants727@hotmail.com>

From: "sassypants727@hotmail.com" <sassypants727@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:34:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Courtney Thompson
sassypants727@hotmail.com US
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"bjacoby0630@gmail.com" <bjacoby0630@gmail.com>

From: "bjacoby0630@gmail.com" <bjacoby0630@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:32:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Jacoby bjacoby0630@gmail.com US
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"terricatlady@hotmail.com" <terricatlady@hotmail.com>

From: "terricatlady@hotmail.com" <terricatlady@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:32:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Giammalvo
terricatlady@hotmail.com US
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"diane.fontana0208@gmail.com" <diane.fontana0208@gmail.com>

From: "diane.fontana0208@gmail.com"
<diane.fontana0208@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Fontana
diane.fontana0208@gmail.com US
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"carolhults@gmail.com" <carolhults@gmail.com>

From: "carolhults@gmail.com" <carolhults@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:31:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"elisha@twcny.rr.com" <elisha@twcny.rr.com>

From: "elisha@twcny.rr.com" <elisha@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:30:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Please Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"barbadkreator@gmail.com" <barbadkreator@gmail.com>

From: "barbadkreator@gmail.com" <barbadkreator@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:30:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please Make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

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

"s.dejesus062473@gmail.com" <s.dejesus062473@gmail.com>

From: "s.dejesus062473@gmail.com" <s.dejesus062473@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samuel Dejesus
s.dejesus062473@gmail.com US
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"rythmstomper5678@verizon.net" <rythmstomper5678@verizon.net>

From: "rythmstomper5678@verizon.net"
<rythmstomper5678@verizon.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:28:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Daily rythmstomper5678@verizon.net
US
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"cooper_pattij@hotmail.com" <cooper_pattij@hotmail.com>

From: "cooper_pattij@hotmail.com" <cooper_pattij@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:27:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"cowanc1028@earthlink.net" <cowanc1028@earthlink.net>

From: "cowanc1028@earthlink.net" <cowanc1028@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:27:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Trophy hunting is barbaric; "real" sportsmen - and
women - don't kill for the pleasure of killing. Sincerely, Christina Cowan
cowanc1028@earthlink.net US
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"dkristy@verizon.net" <dkristy@verizon.net>

From: "dkristy@verizon.net" <dkristy@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:25:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"halee_wheeler78@hotmail.com" <halee_wheeler78@hotmail.com>

From: "halee_wheeler78@hotmail.com"
<halee_wheeler78@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Halee Wheeler
halee_wheeler78@hotmail.com US
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"bayelen@verizon.net" <bayelen@verizon.net>

From: "bayelen@verizon.net" <bayelen@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:25:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"brettwd6@gmail.com" <brettwd6@gmail.com>

From: "brettwd6@gmail.com" <brettwd6@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:23:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brett Dennison brettwd6@gmail.com CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"leannleoamato@hotmail.com" <leannleoamato@hotmail.com>

From: "leannleoamato@hotmail.com" <leannleoamato@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:21:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leann Leo leannleoamato@hotmail.com US
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"sherrys781@roadrunner.com" <sherrys781@roadrunner.com>

From: "sherrys781@roadrunner.com" <sherrys781@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:20:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Sekura sherrys781@roadrunner.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lmlynley@icloud.com" <lmlynley@icloud.com>

From: "lmlynley@icloud.com" <lmlynley@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:21:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ckrayofhope@gmail.com" <ckrayofhope@gmail.com>

From: "ckrayofhope@gmail.com" <ckrayofhope@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"badams41@cox.net" <badams41@cox.net>

From: "badams41@cox.net" <badams41@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:18:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barb Adams badams41@cox.net US
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"pwiese2@gmail.com" <pwiese2@gmail.com>

From: "pwiese2@gmail.com" <pwiese2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:18:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Wiese pwiese2@gmail.com MN US
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"gennine.merritt@comcast.net" <gennine.merritt@comcast.net>

From: "gennine.merritt@comcast.net" <gennine.merritt@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:18:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"virginiastafman@hotmail.com" <virginiastafman@hotmail.com>

From: "virginiastafman@hotmail.com" <virginiastafman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:17:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"hjlockebiz@gmail.com" <hjlockebiz@gmail.com>

From: "hjlockebiz@gmail.com" <hjlockebiz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:16:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"george_butel@msn.com" <george_butel@msn.com>

From: "george_butel@msn.com" <george_butel@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:16:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wesaagehya@gmail.com" <wesaagehya@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:16:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "csorianopalma@gmail.com" <csorianopalma@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:16:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "spmusic@msn.com" <spmusic@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:15:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "davirothe@gmail.com" <davirothe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:15:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hairbyles@icloud.com" <hairbyles@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:14:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, leslie Carroll hairbyles@icloud.com US
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"cats48@att.net" <cats48@att.net>

From: "cats48@att.net" <cats48@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:13:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C Williams cats48@att.net US
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"lbrannigan27@gmail.com" <lbrannigan27@gmail.com>

From: "lbrannigan27@gmail.com" <lbrannigan27@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:12:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Brannigan lbrannigan27@gmail.com
US
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"sosib@comcast.net" <sosib@comcast.net>

From: "sosib@comcast.net" <sosib@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:10:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ladominy@gmail.com" <ladominy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:10:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Dominy ladominy@gmail.com US
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"white2doves@hotmail.com" <white2doves@hotmail.com>

From: "white2doves@hotmail.com" <white2doves@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:10:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Bailey white2doves@hotmail.com US
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"cen22939@centurytel.net" <cen22939@centurytel.net>

From: "cen22939@centurytel.net" <cen22939@centurytel.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:09:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Sherman cen22939@centurytel.net
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"simps2x@comcast.net" <simps2x@comcast.net>

From: "simps2x@comcast.net" <simps2x@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:08:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vickie Simpson simps2x@comcast.net US
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"txk13@hotmail.com" <txk13@hotmail.com>

From: "txk13@hotmail.com" <txk13@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:08:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theodore King txk13@hotmail.com US
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"robbiestephens@me.com" <robbiestephens@me.com>

From: "robbiestephens@me.com" <robbiestephens@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:08:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"davidrothe@gmail.com" <davidrothe@gmail.com>

From: "davidrothe@gmail.com" <davidrothe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:08:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Rothe davidrothe@gmail.com US
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"squarion157@gmail.com" <squarion157@gmail.com>

From: "squarion157@gmail.com" <squarion157@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:07:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marion Griffith squarion157@gmail.com US
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"m.lesliek261@gmail.com" <m.lesliek261@gmail.com>

From: "m.lesliek261@gmail.com" <m.lesliek261@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:06:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Mercer m.lesliek261@gmail.com US
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"cheapsktcharlie@msn.com" <cheapsktcharlie@msn.com>

From: "cheapsktcharlie@msn.com" <cheapsktcharlie@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:06:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "englandlv@hotmail.com" <englandlv@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:05:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "stellalunadog@comcast.net" <stellalunadog@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:04:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lpeterson@cbburnet.com" <lpeterson@cbburnet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:04:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Peterson lpeterson@cbburnet.com US
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"max.barlow737553@att.net" <max.barlow737553@att.net>

From: "max.barlow737553@att.net" <max.barlow737553@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:03:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Max Barlow max.barlow737553@att.net US
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"manderson196850@gmail.com" <manderson196850@gmail.com>

From: "manderson196850@gmail.com"
<manderson196850@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:04:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Anderson
manderson196850@gmail.com US
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"glendagrace@live.com" <glendagrace@live.com>

From: "glendagrace@live.com" <glendagrace@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:02:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "amytvuong@hotmail.com" <amytvuong@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:02:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Vuong amytvuong@hotmail.com US
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"karenof64@gmail.com" <karenof64@gmail.com>

From: "karenof64@gmail.com" <karenof64@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:01:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen O'Field karenof64@gmail.com US
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"k.horst@crystalspringsbrewing.com"
<k.horst@crystalspringsbrewing.com>

From: "k.horst@crystalspringsbrewing.com"
<k.horst@crystalspringsbrewing.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nancygoetz@live.com" <nancygoetz@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:59:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "autwind@embarqmail.com" <autwind@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:58:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Vornbrock autwind@embarqmail.com
US
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"lactivist74@gmail.com" <lactivist74@gmail.com>

From: "lactivist74@gmail.com" <lactivist74@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:56:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Avant lactivist74@gmail.com US
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"pansiedaisy@gmail.com" <pansiedaisy@gmail.com>

From: "pansiedaisy@gmail.com" <pansiedaisy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:56:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tami Becker pansiedaisy@gmail.com US
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"chancesr2@verizon.net" <chancesr2@verizon.net>

From: "chancesr2@verizon.net" <chancesr2@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Hagerty chancesr2@verizon.net US
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"esteffen769@hotmail.com" <esteffen769@hotmail.com>

From: "esteffen769@hotmail.com" <esteffen769@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:56:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erich Steffen esteffen769@hotmail.com US
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"kssocher@hotmail.com" <kssocher@hotmail.com>

From: "kssocher@hotmail.com" <kssocher@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:55:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, karen socher kssocher@hotmail.com US
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"eagle1jf@att.net" <eagle1jf@att.net>

From: "eagle1jf@att.net" <eagle1jf@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:55:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose Figueroa Jr eagle1jf@att.net US
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"karen.reid@cumulus.com" <karen.reid@cumulus.com>

From: "karen.reid@cumulus.com" <karen.reid@cumulus.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:53:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "geriosmark@gmail.com" <geriosmark@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:53:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "barbara.wolfe@wvsao.gov" <barbara.wolfe@wvsao.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:51:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jasonmlevitt@gmail.com" <jasonmlevitt@gmail.com>

From: "jasonmlevitt@gmail.com" <jasonmlevitt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:52:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"martin.mulcahey@gmail.com" <martin.mulcahey@gmail.com>

From: "martin.mulcahey@gmail.com" <martin.mulcahey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:52:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"teese5cats@gmail.com" <teese5cats@gmail.com>

From: "teese5cats@gmail.com" <teese5cats@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:52:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Garcia teese5cats@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bellinger_md@msn.com" <bellinger_md@msn.com>

From: "bellinger_md@msn.com" <bellinger_md@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:52:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"wilycoyote@earthlink.net" <wilycoyote@earthlink.net>

From: "wilycoyote@earthlink.net" <wilycoyote@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:52:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"boxerguy@roadrunner.com" <boxerguy@roadrunner.com>

From: "boxerguy@roadrunner.com" <boxerguy@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mcphenl8@hotmail.com" <mcphenl8@hotmail.com>

From: "mcphenl8@hotmail.com" <mcphenl8@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:51:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Berkheimer mcphenl8@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeannettedean@bellsouth.net" <jeannettedean@bellsouth.net>

From: "jeannettedean@bellsouth.net" <jeannettedean@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:50:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"4f222307@opayq.com" <4f222307@opayq.com>

From: "4f222307@opayq.com" <4f222307@opayq.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:50:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, jjycjyc lifyvj 4f222307@opayq.com WV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mdowalo@gxppartners.com" <mdowalo@gxppartners.com>

From: "mdowalo@gxppartners.com" <mdowalo@gxppartners.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:50:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"trollshouse@bmi.net" <trollshouse@bmi.net>

From: "trollshouse@bmi.net" <trollshouse@bmi.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:49:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"cynthialonas@msn.com" <cynthialonas@msn.com>

From: "cynthialonas@msn.com" <cynthialonas@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:49:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"periwinkle8@comcast.net" <periwinkle8@comcast.net>

From: "periwinkle8@comcast.net" <periwinkle8@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:49:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, LINDA PICKERING
periwinkle8@comcast.net WA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"crobles@hawaii.rr.com" <crobles@hawaii.rr.com>

From: "crobles@hawaii.rr.com" <crobles@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:49:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sriveral9@hotmail.com" <sriveral9@hotmail.com>

From: "sriveral9@hotmail.com" <sriveral9@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:49:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Butler sriveral9@hotmail.com US
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"maralynn2@bellsouth.net" <maralynn2@bellsouth.net>

From: "maralynn2@bellsouth.net" <maralynn2@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:48:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Garrett maralynn2@bellsouth.net FL
US
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"msoils@hotmail.com" <msoils@hotmail.com>

From: "msoils@hotmail.com" <msoils@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:46:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "trishblatz@gmail.com" <trishblatz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:46:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "melissaribner@gmail.com" <melissaribner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:45:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "schtoney@myfairpoint.net" <schtoney@myfairpoint.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:45:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Ryan schtoney@myfairpoint.net US
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"snickersmom3@mac.com" <snickersmom3@mac.com>

From: "snickersmom3@mac.com" <snickersmom3@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:45:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Desiree Miyada snickersmom3@mac.com
US
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"nbarcott@msn.com" <nbarcott@msn.com>

From: "nbarcott@msn.com" <nbarcott@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:45:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"rockyhill2@hotmail.com" <rockyhill2@hotmail.com>

From: "rockyhill2@hotmail.com" <rockyhill2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:43:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marta Lynn Freeman-Steele
rockyhill2@hotmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"julieann63@me.com" <julieann63@me.com>

From: "julieann63@me.com" <julieann63@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:42:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Fredrick julieann63@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jalenehowse@earthlink.net" <jalenehowse@earthlink.net>

From: "jalenehowse@earthlink.net" <jalenehowse@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:43:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"laurarheinstein@nyc.rr.com" <laurarheinstein@nyc.rr.com>

From: "laurarheinstein@nyc.rr.com" <laurarheinstein@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:42:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ccuyler@skbk.com" <ccuyler@skbk.com>

From: "ccuyler@skbk.com" <ccuyler@skbk.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:42:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sunshinezombiegirl@gmail.com" <sunshinezombiegirl@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"shellymorgan@live.com" <shellymorgan@live.com>

From: "shellymorgan@live.com" <shellymorgan@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:42:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"coyotemoon2@icloud.com" <coyotemoon2@icloud.com>

From: "coyotemoon2@icloud.com" <coyotemoon2@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:42:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sylvia Shay coyotemoon2@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kfmc64@gmail.com" <kfmc64@gmail.com>

From: "kfmc64@gmail.com" <kfmc64@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:41:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen McHendry kfmc64@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"erpaul77@gmail.com" <erpaul77@gmail.com>

From: "erpaul77@gmail.com" <erpaul77@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:40:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erik Paul erpaul77@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sherylstrum@icloud.com" <sherylstrum@icloud.com>

From: "sherylstrum@icloud.com" <sherylstrum@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:41:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"c.hirtzel@hotmail.com" <c.hirtzel@hotmail.com>

From: "c.hirtzel@hotmail.com" <c.hirtzel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:40:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"daniicoody@gmail.com" <daniicoody@gmail.com>

From: "daniicoody@gmail.com" <daniicoody@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:40:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"tvk@mauigateway.com" <tvk@mauigateway.com>

From: "tvk@mauigateway.com" <tvk@mauigateway.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:40:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "twhitrock@cox.net" <twhitrock@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:39:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jvt87@centurylink.net" <jvt87@centurylink.net>

From: "jvt87@centurylink.net" <jvt87@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:39:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Tyrrell jvt87@centurylink.net US
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"jane45maggie@gmail.com" <jane45maggie@gmail.com>

From: "jane45maggie@gmail.com" <jane45maggie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:39:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane King jane45maggie@gmail.com MO US
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"elizaj30ef@gmail.com" <elizaj30ef@gmail.com>

From: "elizaj30ef@gmail.com" <elizaj30ef@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:39:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, elizabeth forsse elizaj30ef@gmail.com US
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"patseltzer9889@gmail.com" <patseltzer9889@gmail.com>

From: "patseltzer9889@gmail.com" <patseltzer9889@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:40:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrice Seltzer patseltzer9889@gmail.com
US
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"lisaschambers90@gmail.com" <lisaschambers90@gmail.com>

From: "lisaschambers90@gmail.com" <lisaschambers90@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:39:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Schambers
lisaschambers90@gmail.com US
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"smaddox1939@gmail.com" <smaddox1939@gmail.com>

From: "smaddox1939@gmail.com" <smaddox1939@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:37:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Maddox smaddox1939@gmail.com
US
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"clarkbrett3@gmail.com" <clarkbrett3@gmail.com>

From: "clarkbrett3@gmail.com" <clarkbrett3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:36:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brett Clark clarkbrett3@gmail.com US
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"roberta@tatutina.com" <roberta@tatutina.com>

From: "roberta@tatutina.com" <roberta@tatutina.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:34:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Oneill roberta@tatutina.com RI US
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"smithm725@gmail.com" <smithm725@gmail.com>

From: "smithm725@gmail.com" <smithm725@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:34:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, marlene smith smithm725@gmail.com US
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avmevermine@gmail.com

"avmevermine@gmail.com" <avmevermine@gmail.com>

From: "avmevermine@gmail.com" <avmevermine@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:35:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: avmevermine@gmail.com

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brucenix@charter.net" <brucenix@charter.net>

From: "brucenix@charter.net" <brucenix@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:34:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"disndat85@gmail.com" <disndat85@gmail.com>

From: "disndat85@gmail.com" <disndat85@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:33:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Madeline Cabrera disndat85@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"martha.bonner40@gmail.com" <martha.bonner40@gmail.com>

From: "martha.bonner40@gmail.com" <martha.bonner40@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:33:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Bonner martha.bonner40@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rkeskitalo@prodigy.net" <rkeskitalo@prodigy.net>

From: "rkeskitalo@prodigy.net" <rkeskitalo@prodigy.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:33:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candace Keskitalo rkeskitalo@prodigy.net
MN US
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"saki13@att.net" <saki13@att.net>

From: "saki13@att.net" <saki13@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:34:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kay Lowe saki13@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gosueh@comcast.net" <gosueh@comcast.net>

From: "gosueh@comcast.net" <gosueh@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:32:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"bruceandteri@charter.net" <bruceandteri@charter.net>

From: "bruceandteri@charter.net" <bruceandteri@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:33:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"olivia.kellett@hotmail.com" <olivia.kellett@hotmail.com>

From: "olivia.kellett@hotmail.com" <olivia.kellett@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:32:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Kef20@columbia.edu" <Kef20@columbia.edu>

From: "Kef20@columbia.edu" <Kef20@columbia.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:32:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keith Ford Kef20@columbia.edu NM US
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"rzdroik61@frontier.com" <rzdroik61@frontier.com>

From: "rzdroik61@frontier.com" <rzdroik61@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:32:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Randall Zdroik rzdroik61@frontier.com WI
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sals234ld57@gmail.com" <sals234ld57@gmail.com>

From: "sals234ld57@gmail.com" <sals234ld57@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Doster sals234ld57@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmoose1@bellsouth.net" <cmoose1@bellsouth.net>

From: "cmoose1@bellsouth.net" <cmoose1@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:30:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Moose cmoose1@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jostoich@hotmail.com" <jostoich@hotmail.com>

From: "jostoich@hotmail.com" <jostoich@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"edpool@gmx.us" <edpool@gmx.us>

From: "edpool@gmx.us" <edpool@gmx.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:31:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"misterchuck@comcast.net" <misterchuck@comcast.net>

From: "misterchuck@comcast.net" <misterchuck@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:30:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "maggieb@xmission.com" <maggieb@xmission.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:30:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "thomas_libbey@hotmail.com" <thomas_libbey@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:29:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Libbey thomas_libbey@hotmail.com
US
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"kjc95814@hotmail.com" <kjc95814@hotmail.com>

From: "kjc95814@hotmail.com" <kjc95814@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:28:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathey Norton kjc95814@hotmail.com CA
US
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"ghittle@fioptics.com" <ghittle@fioptics.com>

From: "ghittle@fioptics.com" <ghittle@fioptics.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:29:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dianesaltz@gmail.com" <dianesaltz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:29:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "andrea.woyce@gmail.com" <andrea.woyce@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:28:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Woyce andrea.woyce@gmail.com
US
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"dargirl13@gmail.com" <dargirl13@gmail.com>

From: "dargirl13@gmail.com" <dargirl13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:29:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darlene Maurer dargirl13@gmail.com WA US
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"sylviar44@gmail.com" <sylviar44@gmail.com>

From: "sylviar44@gmail.com" <sylviar44@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:28:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sylvia Rosado sylviar44@gmail.com US
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"rosamourii@hotmail.com" <rosamourii@hotmail.com>

From: "rosamourii@hotmail.com" <rosamourii@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:28:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Taralea Lopez rosamourii@hotmail.com US
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"ssales343@gmail.com" <ssales343@gmail.com>

From: "ssales343@gmail.com" <ssales343@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:27:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Sales ssales343@gmail.com US
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"dbech@bellsouth.net" <dbech@bellsouth.net>

From: "dbech@bellsouth.net" <dbech@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:25:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kwateska@gmail.com" <kwateska@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:25:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jkbaetz@astound.net" <jkbaetz@astound.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:25:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lorettamarsh@msn.com" <lorettamarsh@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:25:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kcgannon@comcast.net" <kcgannon@comcast.net>

From: "kcgannon@comcast.net" <kcgannon@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:24:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jjlittle@charter.net" <jjlittle@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:24:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Little jjlittle@charter.net US
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"jwaliczek3@gmail.com" <jwaliczek3@gmail.com>

From: "jwaliczek3@gmail.com" <jwaliczek3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:25:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Waliczek jwaliczek3@gmail.com US
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"fairyinoz3@comcast.net" <fairyinoz3@comcast.net>

From: "fairyinoz3@comcast.net" <fairyinoz3@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:24:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Wyatt fairyinoz3@comcast.net WA
US
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"centralsurplus@hotmail.com" <centralsurplus@hotmail.com>

From: "centralsurplus@hotmail.com" <centralsurplus@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:24:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "isisguerrerob@gmail.com" <isisguerrerob@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:24:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Isis Guerrero isisguerrerob@gmail.com US
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"luvcatz1@msn.com" <luvcatz1@msn.com>

From: "luvcatz1@msn.com" <luvcatz1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:23:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Petersen luvcatz1@msn.com US
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"ssoria178@gmail.com" <ssoria178@gmail.com>

From: "ssoria178@gmail.com" <ssoria178@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:22:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sergio Soria ssoria178@gmail.com CA US
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"kjguillemette@gmail.com" <kjguillemette@gmail.com>

From: "kjguillemette@gmail.com" <kjguillemette@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:22:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Guillemette
kjguillemette@gmail.com US
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"wesleypatrick90@icloud.com" <wesleypatrick90@icloud.com>

From: "wesleypatrick90@icloud.com" <wesleypatrick90@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wesley Patrick wesleypatrick90@icloud.com
US
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"cmcbirnie@gmail.com" <cmcbirnie@gmail.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cookwiththesun@gmail.com" <cookwiththesun@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:20:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jessica.r.levin@gmail.com" <jessica.r.levin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:20:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "airmedevac@comcast.net" <airmedevac@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:19:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"elishevarosekaro@gmail.com" <elishevarosekaro@gmail.com>

From: "elishevarosekaro@gmail.com" <elishevarosekaro@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:19:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mehitable@frontier.com" <mehitable@frontier.com>

From: "mehitable@frontier.com" <mehitable@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:18:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"goldingdj@gmail.com" <goldingdj@gmail.com>

From: "goldingdj@gmail.com" <goldingdj@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:15:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lhoeppner@osage.k12.ia.us" <lhoeppner@osage.k12.ia.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:16:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"stanifer16@earthlink.net" <stanifer16@earthlink.net>

From: "stanifer16@earthlink.net" <stanifer16@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:14:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Hanger stanifer16@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ragar18@gmail.com" <ragar18@gmail.com>

From: "ragar18@gmail.com" <ragar18@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:14:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Agar ragar18@gmail.com US
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"nealr@core.com" <nealr@core.com>

From: "nealr@core.com" <nealr@core.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:12:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "aealfeo@centurylink.net" <aealfeo@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:12:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Alfeo aealfeo@centurylink.net US
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"smanderson1028@gmail.com" <smanderson1028@gmail.com>

From: "smanderson1028@gmail.com" <smanderson1028@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:13:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Anderson
smanderson1028@gmail.com US
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"ragdollmama@comcast.net" <ragdollmama@comcast.net>

From: "ragdollmama@comcast.net" <ragdollmama@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:13:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "motorheadal@charter.net" <motorheadal@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:12:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "margaret.lirones@usa.net" <margaret.lirones@usa.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:12:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bobschickr@cox.net" <bobschickr@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:10:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Schicker bobschickr@cox.net US
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"thewitt77@hotmail.com" <thewitt77@hotmail.com>

From: "thewitt77@hotmail.com" <thewitt77@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:10:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tanya Hewitt thewitt77@hotmail.com US
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"presbo17@gmail.com" <presbo17@gmail.com>

From: "presbo17@gmail.com" <presbo17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:09:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Jacobs presbo17@gmail.com US
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"colleenbergh@hotmail.com" <colleenbergh@hotmail.com>

From: "colleenbergh@hotmail.com" <colleenbergh@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:09:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ssanrob@hotmail.com" <ssanrob@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:08:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "weldonbrau@hotmail.com" <weldonbrau@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:07:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jpermianflow@gmail.com" <jpermianflow@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:08:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "holtarowen@gmail.com" <holtarowen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:08:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "simasunee@gmail.com" <simasunee@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:08:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "divpriyanath@gmail.com" <divpriyanath@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:07:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nbarcott@msn.com" <nbarcott@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:06:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nick Barcott nbarcott@msn.com US
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"peabody0731@comcast.net" <peabody0731@comcast.net>

From: "peabody0731@comcast.net" <peabody0731@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:06:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pat Heidkamp peabody0731@comcast.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fdcfire@pacbell.net" <fdcfire@pacbell.net>

From: "fdcfire@pacbell.net" <fdcfire@pacbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "prayerwarriorkda@gmail.com" <prayerwarriorkda@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:06:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dougg.sleight@gmail.com" <dougg.sleight@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:06:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gdunn@comcast.net" <gdunn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:05:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "a@moviezombie.com" <a@moviezombie.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:05:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "klrada@hotmail.com" <klrada@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:05:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dr.tlhenry@gmail.com" <dr.tlhenry@gmail.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "anncatfan@msn.com" <anncatfan@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:05:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Moriarity anncatfan@msn.com US
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"lovelytracie1966@gmail.com" <lovelytracie1966@gmail.com>

From: "lovelytracie1966@gmail.com" <lovelytracie1966@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:05:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alyce Blankenship
lovelytracie1966@gmail.com US
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"andreyanez7@gmail.com" <andreyanez7@gmail.com>

From: "andreyanez7@gmail.com" <andreyanez7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:02:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Yanez andreyanez7@gmail.com US
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"jmackay1956@gmail.com" <jmackay1956@gmail.com>

From: "jmackay1956@gmail.com" <jmackay1956@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:02:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Mackay jmackay1956@gmail.com
US
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"sinaziwin@gmail.com" <sinaziwin@gmail.com>

From: "sinaziwin@gmail.com" <sinaziwin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:03:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ellen.sennewald@gmail.com" <ellen.sennewald@gmail.com>

From: "ellen.sennewald@gmail.com" <ellen.sennewald@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:02:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"hort102@hotmail.com" <hort102@hotmail.com>

From: "hort102@hotmail.com" <hort102@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:02:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margo Alderson hort102@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"M.madden1@comcast.net" <M.madden1@comcast.net>

From: "M.madden1@comcast.net" <M.madden1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryann Madden M.madden1@comcast.net
MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chilton@unm.edu" <chilton@unm.edu>

From: "chilton@unm.edu" <chilton@unm.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:01:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"nicole.dansereau@gmail.com" <nicole.dansereau@gmail.com>

From: "nicole.dansereau@gmail.com" <nicole.dansereau@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:00:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"gmlzahler@gmail.com" <gmlzahler@gmail.com>

From: "gmlzahler@gmail.com" <gmlzahler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:00:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
senkanuj@gmail.com

"senkanuj@gmail.com" <senkanuj@gmail.com>

From: "senkanuj@gmail.com" <senkanuj@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:00:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: senkanuj@gmail.com

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

From: "mjaaminger@hotmail.com" <mjaaminger@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:59:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "shawnahedley@gmail.com" <shawnahedley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:59:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jtbigmtnman@gmail.com" <jtbigmtnman@gmail.com>

From: "jtbigmtnman@gmail.com" <jtbigmtnman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:59:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Thomas jtbigmtnman@gmail.com US
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"shreeveport666@gmail.com" <shreeveport666@gmail.com>

From: "shreeveport666@gmail.com" <shreeveport666@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:59:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Wagner shreeveport666@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"davekarrmann@msn.com" <davekarrmann@msn.com>

From: "davekarrmann@msn.com" <davekarrmann@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:58:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"alexkerryshea@gmail.com" <alexkerryshea@gmail.com>

From: "alexkerryshea@gmail.com" <alexkerryshea@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:58:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kkroms@hotmail.com" <kkroms@hotmail.com>

From: "kkroms@hotmail.com" <kkroms@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:58:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jami.dougan@gmail.com" <jami.dougan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:58:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jami Dougan jami.dougan@gmail.com US
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"jcol2613@comcast.net" <jcol2613@comcast.net>

From: "jcol2613@comcast.net" <jcol2613@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:58:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Collins jcol2613@comcast.net CA US
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"davekarrmann@hotmail.com" <davekarrmann@hotmail.com>

From: "davekarrmann@hotmail.com" <davekarrmann@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:58:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "katmcgowan@earthlink.net" <katmcgowan@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:58:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pmjrdm@suddenlink.net" <pmjrdm@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:57:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cm.gray@frontier.com" <cm.gray@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:57:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sabovill@gmail.com" <sabovill@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:56:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ldurden@etinternet.net" <ldurden@etinternet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:56:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "murphyborden@gmail.com" <murphyborden@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:55:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"guitarmarco@comcast.net" <guitarmarco@comcast.net>

From: "guitarmarco@comcast.net" <guitarmarco@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"karen.guerin@comcast.net" <karen.guerin@comcast.net>

From: "karen.guerin@comcast.net" <karen.guerin@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:55:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"foundj08@gmail.com" <foundj08@gmail.com>

From: "foundj08@gmail.com" <foundj08@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jonathan Foundling foundj08@gmail.com WI
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tamaramaver130@gmail.com" <tamaramaver130@gmail.com>

From: "tamaramaver130@gmail.com" <tamaramaver130@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tamara Maver tamaramaver130@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mbm5653@gmail.com" <mbm5653@gmail.com>

From: "mbm5653@gmail.com" <mbm5653@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:55:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Trepelas mbm5653@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debkoch6038@att.net" <debkoch6038@att.net>

From: "debkoch6038@att.net" <debkoch6038@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:54:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Koch debkoch6038@att.net IL US
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"abbott.mw@gmail.com" <abbott.mw@gmail.com>

From: "abbott.mw@gmail.com" <abbott.mw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:54:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"rxstar1@gmail.com" <rxstar1@gmail.com>

From: "rxstar1@gmail.com" <rxstar1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:54:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Cornell rxstar1@gmail.com US
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"mezekehaus@msn.com" <mezekehaus@msn.com>

From: "mezekehaus@msn.com" <mezekehaus@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:54:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Haustowich mezekehaus@msn.com
US
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"649kgcbc46@gmail.com" <649kgcbc46@gmail.com>

From: "649kgcbc46@gmail.com" <649kgcbc46@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:53:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Veronica Stephens 649kgcbc46@gmail.com
US
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"glinda@prodigy.net" <glinda@prodigy.net>

From: "glinda@prodigy.net" <glinda@prodigy.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:53:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Please Exercise Your Conscience- Make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

"mfips10@gmail.com" <mfips10@gmail.com>

From: "mfips10@gmail.com" <mfips10@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:52:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please Exercise Your Conscience- Make key changes to the
International Wildlife Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dr Mary Freitag mfips10@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sdelmedico@hotmail.com" <sdelmedico@hotmail.com>

From: "sdelmedico@hotmail.com" <sdelmedico@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:52:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com" <brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com>

From: "brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com" <brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:52:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"merry.harsh@mygait.com" <merry.harsh@mygait.com>

From: "merry.harsh@mygait.com" <merry.harsh@mygait.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:52:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"rsikorski61@gmail.com" <rsikorski61@gmail.com>

From: "rsikorski61@gmail.com" <rsikorski61@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:51:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Sikorski rsikorski61@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joannefluehr@comcast.net" <joannefluehr@comcast.net>

From: "joannefluehr@comcast.net" <joannefluehr@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:52:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"boxerguy@roadrunner.com" <boxerguy@roadrunner.com>

From: "boxerguy@roadrunner.com" <boxerguy@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:52:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"michellebilanzich@me.com" <michellebilanzich@me.com>

From: "michellebilanzich@me.com" <michellebilanzich@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:51:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"jamievande2010@gmail.com" <jamievande2010@gmail.com>

From: "jamievande2010@gmail.com" <jamievande2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:51:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie VanDegrift
jamievande2010@gmail.com US
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"dbstewart07@gmail.com" <dbstewart07@gmail.com>

From: "dbstewart07@gmail.com" <dbstewart07@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Stewart dbstewart07@gmail.com
US
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"ccappadocia@gmail.com" <ccappadocia@gmail.com>

From: "ccappadocia@gmail.com" <ccappadocia@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:50:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"alexish.slp@gmail.com" <alexish.slp@gmail.com>

From: "alexish.slp@gmail.com" <alexish.slp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:50:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "katelynejohnston@gmail.com" <katelynejohnston@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:49:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katelyne Johnston
katelynejohnston@gmail.com US
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"gvolkers1@home.nl" <gvolkers1@home.nl>

From: "gvolkers1@home.nl" <gvolkers1@home.nl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:50:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gusta Volkers gvolkers1@home.nl NL
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"ssokacich@gmail.com" <ssokacich@gmail.com>

From: "ssokacich@gmail.com" <ssokacich@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:49:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dontcindyme@gmail.com" <dontcindyme@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:49:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Abernathy dontcindyme@gmail.com
US
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"cbridget27@icloud.com" <cbridget27@icloud.com>

From: "cbridget27@icloud.com" <cbridget27@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:49:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Lo Bue cbridget27@icloud.com US
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"elephants815@gmail.com" <elephants815@gmail.com>

From: "elephants815@gmail.com" <elephants815@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:48:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Hennig elephants815@gmail.com FL
US
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"vicvic49@gmail.com" <vicvic49@gmail.com>

From: "vicvic49@gmail.com" <vicvic49@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:49:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Victoria Newman vicvic49@gmail.com US
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"jholmes43@hotmail.com" <jholmes43@hotmail.com>

From: "jholmes43@hotmail.com" <jholmes43@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:48:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Holmes jholmes43@hotmail.com US
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"whessell@msn.com" <whessell@msn.com>

From: "whessell@msn.com" <whessell@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:48:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "deb@econweb.com" <deb@econweb.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:48:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "billsap@me.com" <billsap@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:47:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "daynasugar@hotmail.com" <daynasugar@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:48:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "licoricekid@gmail.com" <licoricekid@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:46:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "barbbandini@gmail.com" <barbbandini@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:47:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "linettegg@gmail.com" <linettegg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:47:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linette George linettegg@gmail.com IL US
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"cwilcox28@comcast.net" <cwilcox28@comcast.net>

From: "cwilcox28@comcast.net" <cwilcox28@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:46:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carly Wilcox cwilcox28@comcast.net US
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"wcdiana1@msn.com" <wcdiana1@msn.com>

From: "wcdiana1@msn.com" <wcdiana1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:46:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Wright wcdiana1@msn.com US
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"lindak5290@gmail.com" <lindak5290@gmail.com>

From: "lindak5290@gmail.com" <lindak5290@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Kramm lindak5290@gmail.com US
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"romistepovich7@gmail.com" <romistepovich7@gmail.com>

From: "romistepovich7@gmail.com" <romistepovich7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Romi Stepovich romistepovich7@gmail.com
US
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"m.caprio@hotmail.com" <m.caprio@hotmail.com>

From: "m.caprio@hotmail.com" <m.caprio@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:45:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marisa Caprio m.caprio@hotmail.com AZ US
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"79@doonschool.com" <79@doonschool.com>

From: "79@doonschool.com" <79@doonschool.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:44:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vishal Tummala 79@doonschool.com US
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"u25141@gmail.com" <u25141@gmail.com>

From: "u25141@gmail.com" <u25141@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:44:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana Reyes u25141@gmail.com US
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"sfitzpatrick42@gmail.com" <sfitzpatrick42@gmail.com>

From: "sfitzpatrick42@gmail.com" <sfitzpatrick42@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:45:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Fitzpatrick sfitzpatrick42@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cindynoel@q.com" <cindynoel@q.com>

From: "cindynoel@q.com" <cindynoel@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:44:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lindaned@charter.net" <lindaned@charter.net>

From: "lindaned@charter.net" <lindaned@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:43:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sroverud@comcast.net" <sroverud@comcast.net>

From: "sroverud@comcast.net" <sroverud@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:43:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lovemydogs@ca.rr.com" <lovemydogs@ca.rr.com>

From: "lovemydogs@ca.rr.com" <lovemydogs@ca.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:42:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jaa_morimoto@hotmail.com" <jaa_morimoto@hotmail.com>

From: "jaa_morimoto@hotmail.com" <jaa_morimoto@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:42:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"julhowsash@msn.com" <julhowsash@msn.com>

From: "julhowsash@msn.com" <julhowsash@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:42:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"cindycolby2011@gmail.com" <cindycolby2011@gmail.com>

From: "cindycolby2011@gmail.com" <cindycolby2011@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:41:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, rox colby cindycolby2011@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"anne.annieb@gmail.com" <anne.annieb@gmail.com>

From: "anne.annieb@gmail.com" <anne.annieb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:41:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"r.carollenz1025@gmail.com" <r.carollenz1025@gmail.com>

From: "r.carollenz1025@gmail.com" <r.carollenz1025@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:40:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Lenz r.carollenz1025@gmail.com US
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"patrice@reedsoftware.com" <patrice@reedsoftware.com>

From: "patrice@reedsoftware.com" <patrice@reedsoftware.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:40:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pareice Boyd patrice@reedsoftware.com US
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"tazinea4@hotmail.com" <tazinea4@hotmail.com>

From: "tazinea4@hotmail.com" <tazinea4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:40:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Natasha Watkins tazinea4@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"natalietarr4@gmail.com" <natalietarr4@gmail.com>

From: "natalietarr4@gmail.com" <natalietarr4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:40:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Natalie Greenberg natalietarr4@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"safebox2@bellsouth.net" <safebox2@bellsouth.net>

From: "safebox2@bellsouth.net" <safebox2@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:40:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter S safebox2@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dtaat2@gmail.com" <dtaat2@gmail.com>

From: "dtaat2@gmail.com" <dtaat2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:40:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dale Tiller dtaat2@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tenajcarkeek@hotmail.com" <tenajcarkeek@hotmail.com>

From: "tenajcarkeek@hotmail.com" <tenajcarkeek@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:39:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:39:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"hendryrd@q.com" <hendryrd@q.com>

From: "hendryrd@q.com" <hendryrd@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:38:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:37:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "muchcatfur@comcast.net" <muchcatfur@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:38:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "yamilethmorena@gmail.com" <yamilethmorena@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:37:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Norma Melendez
yamilethmorena@gmail.com US
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"lizzy6351@outlook.com" <lizzy6351@outlook.com>

From: "lizzy6351@outlook.com" <lizzy6351@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:37:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Wharton lizzy6351@outlook.com
US
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"marshachapman@rochester.rr.com" <marshachapman@rochester.rr.com>

From: "marshachapman@rochester.rr.com"
<marshachapman@rochester.rr.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:37:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. Who are these 71% that have the money to do these
trophy hunts? Part of the1% that are hoping for a huge tax cut? Sorry, but these people have
way too much money on their hands, while millions of children go to bed hungry each night. In
order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have
to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy
hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife
conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As
written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by
wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marsha Chapman marshachapman@rochester.rr.com NY US
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"ashley8457@hotmail.com" <ashley8457@hotmail.com>

From: "ashley8457@hotmail.com" <ashley8457@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:37:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Wharton ashley8457@hotmail.com
US
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"debikc@msn.com" <debikc@msn.com>

From: "debikc@msn.com" <debikc@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:36:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wladyqlts@gmail.com" <wladyqlts@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:36:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Wiseman wladyqlts@gmail.com US
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"swelahc@comcast.net" <swelahc@comcast.net>

From: "swelahc@comcast.net" <swelahc@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:36:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shari Emling swelahc@comcast.net US
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"marciboston@hotmail.com" <marciboston@hotmail.com>

From: "marciboston@hotmail.com" <marciboston@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:36:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, marcella Regal marciboston@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"taylornancy@att.net" <taylornancy@att.net>

From: "taylornancy@att.net" <taylornancy@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:36:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Taylor taylornancy@att.net US
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"dnhyndman@gmail.com" <dnhyndman@gmail.com>

From: "dnhyndman@gmail.com" <dnhyndman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:35:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
It is NOT a conservation "council." It is a desecration and destruction council. PLEASE
reconsider. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign
species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation
efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around
their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping
assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are
ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity
that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is
considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and
scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date,
such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of
Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. •
Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the
discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current
directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to
seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for
taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure
this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Hyndman
dnhyndman@gmail.com US
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"tvalente58@gmail.com" <tvalente58@gmail.com>

From: "tvalente58@gmail.com" <tvalente58@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:34:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tom Valente tvalente58@gmail.com US
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"tldnlkwd@twc.com" <tldnlkwd@twc.com>

From: "tldnlkwd@twc.com" <tldnlkwd@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:34:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teri Daniel tldnlkwd@twc.com US
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"robert.marler@cox.net" <robert.marler@cox.net>

From: "robert.marler@cox.net" <robert.marler@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:34:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marler Robert Marler robert.marler@cox.net
US
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"lizori828@gmail.com" <lizori828@gmail.com>

From: "lizori828@gmail.com" <lizori828@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:34:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Nowak lizori828@gmail.com US
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"hannahelisabethtate@gmail.com" <hannahelisabethtate@gmail.com>

From: "hannahelisabethtate@gmail.com"
<hannahelisabethtate@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:33:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hannah Tate
hannahelisabethtate@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com" <brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com>

From: "brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com" <brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:33:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Arthur brianpaulaarthur@gmail.com
US
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"pat2606@comcast.net" <pat2606@comcast.net>

From: "pat2606@comcast.net" <pat2606@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:32:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Coiley Johnson pat2606@comcast.net US
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"nancykoh46@gmail.com" <nancykoh46@gmail.com>

From: "nancykoh46@gmail.com" <nancykoh46@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:33:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Faust nancykoh46@gmail.com US
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"balein@q.com" <balein@q.com>

From: "balein@q.com" <balein@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:32:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, clarence bolin balein@q.com US
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"kathy@wmarochester.com" <kathy@wmarochester.com>

From: "kathy@wmarochester.com" <kathy@wmarochester.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:31:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Mastrandea kathy@wmarochester.com
US
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"jacksonwoods5@gmail.com" <jacksonwoods5@gmail.com>

From: "jacksonwoods5@gmail.com" <jacksonwoods5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:32:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Antonia Perry jacksonwoods5@gmail.com
MA US
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"sherinachan@comcast.net" <sherinachan@comcast.net>

From: "sherinachan@comcast.net" <sherinachan@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:31:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherina Chan sherinachan@comcast.net US
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"ypardess@earthlink.net" <ypardess@earthlink.net>

From: "ypardess@earthlink.net" <ypardess@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:31:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yael Pardess ypardess@earthlink.net US
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"pa_gladden@hotmail.com" <pa_gladden@hotmail.com>

From: "pa_gladden@hotmail.com" <pa_gladden@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:31:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis Gladden pa_gladden@hotmail.com
US
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"kgallian@icloud.com" <kgallian@icloud.com>

From: "kgallian@icloud.com" <kgallian@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:31:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Gallian kgallian@icloud.com US
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"john3nm@gmail.com" <john3nm@gmail.com>

From: "john3nm@gmail.com" <john3nm@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Mcclure john3nm@gmail.com US
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"carsonhodes15@gmail.com" <carsonhodes15@gmail.com>

From: "carsonhodes15@gmail.com" <carsonhodes15@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:30:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carson Hodes carsonhodes15@gmail.com
US
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"wendypeardot@earthlink.net" <wendypeardot@earthlink.net>

From: "wendypeardot@earthlink.net" <wendypeardot@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:30:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Peardot wendypeardot@earthlink.net
US
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"purpose7@comcast.net" <purpose7@comcast.net>

From: "purpose7@comcast.net" <purpose7@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:29:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alicia Lancaster purpose7@comcast.net US
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"kareyhaj@hotmail.com" <kareyhaj@hotmail.com>

From: "kareyhaj@hotmail.com" <kareyhaj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:30:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karey Haj kareyhaj@hotmail.com AZ US
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"blodgett@msu.edu" <blodgett@msu.edu>

From: "blodgett@msu.edu" <blodgett@msu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:28:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Blodgett blodgett@msu.edu US
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"kimberlykashner@gmail.com" <kimberlykashner@gmail.com>

From: "kimberlykashner@gmail.com" <kimberlykashner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:28:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Kashner
kimberlykashner@gmail.com US
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"azzie_73@hotmail.com" <azzie_73@hotmail.com>

From: "azzie_73@hotmail.com" <azzie_73@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:28:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Olds azzie_73@hotmail.com US
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"nessmanrose@gmail.com" <nessmanrose@gmail.com>

From: "nessmanrose@gmail.com" <nessmanrose@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:27:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rose Nessman nessmanrose@gmail.com
US
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"s.s.thomas@att.net" <s.s.thomas@att.net>

From: "s.s.thomas@att.net" <s.s.thomas@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:27:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shad Thomas s.s.thomas@att.net US
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"Saba58@sky.com" <Saba58@sky.com>

From: "Saba58@sky.com" <Saba58@sky.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:26:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Saba58@sky.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, SHIRLEY AUSTIN Saba58@sky.com GB



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sbollag@nyu.edu" <sbollag@nyu.edu>

From: "sbollag@nyu.edu" <sbollag@nyu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:25:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sascha Bollag sbollag@nyu.edu US
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"davashadd@verizon.net" <davashadd@verizon.net>

From: "davashadd@verizon.net" <davashadd@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:26:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Addison davashadd@verizon.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gibb_girl@hotmail.com" <gibb_girl@hotmail.com>

From: "gibb_girl@hotmail.com" <gibb_girl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:25:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Ann Allison gibb_girl@hotmail.com IN
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tyedyeprincess1@gmail.com" <tyedyeprincess1@gmail.com>

From: "tyedyeprincess1@gmail.com" <tyedyeprincess1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:25:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Vowell tyedyeprincess1@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kparks@zoominternet.net" <kparks@zoominternet.net>

From: "kparks@zoominternet.net" <kparks@zoominternet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:25:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Parks kparks@zoominternet.net US
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"fisher.ek17@gmail.com" <fisher.ek17@gmail.com>

From: "fisher.ek17@gmail.com" <fisher.ek17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:24:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Fisher fisher.ek17@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"z8000939@zoo.co.uk" <z8000939@zoo.co.uk>

From: "z8000939@zoo.co.uk" <z8000939@zoo.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:24:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Walker z8000939@zoo.co.uk US
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"ccstudio@rcn.com" <ccstudio@rcn.com>

From: "ccstudio@rcn.com" <ccstudio@rcn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:23:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Callahan ccstudio@rcn.com US
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"thefishermansgranddaughter@netzero.net"
<thefishermansgranddaughter@netzero.net>

From: "thefishermansgranddaughter@netzero.net"
<thefishermansgranddaughter@netzero.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:23:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherrie Lee
thefishermansgranddaughter@netzero.net US
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"tina.maatz@lennar.com" <tina.maatz@lennar.com>

From: "tina.maatz@lennar.com" <tina.maatz@lennar.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:23:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, TIna Maatz tina.maatz@lennar.com US



Conversation Contents
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"byoung7@hot.rr.com" <byoung7@hot.rr.com>

From: "byoung7@hot.rr.com" <byoung7@hot.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:22:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Young byoung7@hot.rr.com US
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"weldon.r.williams@gmail.com" <weldon.r.williams@gmail.com>

From: "weldon.r.williams@gmail.com" <weldon.r.williams@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:22:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Weldon Williams
weldon.r.williams@gmail.com OK US
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"hotfusionman+ifaw.org@gmail.com" <hotfusionman+ifaw.org@gmail.com>

From: "hotfusionman+ifaw.org@gmail.com"
<hotfusionman+ifaw.org@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:22:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Albert Chou
hotfusionman+ifaw.org@gmail.com CA US
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"mary1669@att.net" <mary1669@att.net>

From: "mary1669@att.net" <mary1669@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:22:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Dixon mary1669@att.net MO US
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"franksmith2@me.com" <franksmith2@me.com>

From: "franksmith2@me.com" <franksmith2@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:21:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, frank smith franksmith2@me.com VA US
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"danabeck@earthlink.net" <danabeck@earthlink.net>

From: "danabeck@earthlink.net" <danabeck@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:21:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana L Beck danabeck@earthlink.net OK US
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"ald1103@hotmail.com" <ald1103@hotmail.com>

From: "ald1103@hotmail.com" <ald1103@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Audrey Dahlberg ald1103@hotmail.com US
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"batnbrig@hotmail.com" <batnbrig@hotmail.com>

From: "batnbrig@hotmail.com" <batnbrig@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:21:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary O'Neil batnbrig@hotmail.com US
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"mdeep@roadrunner.com" <mdeep@roadrunner.com>

From: "mdeep@roadrunner.com" <mdeep@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:19:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Deep mdeep@roadrunner.com KY
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"willandsue@comcast.net" <willandsue@comcast.net>

From: "willandsue@comcast.net" <willandsue@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:20:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Zahn willandsue@comcast.net US
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"justpeachyrj@gmail.com" <justpeachyrj@gmail.com>

From: "justpeachyrj@gmail.com" <justpeachyrj@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:20:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rhonda Matthews justpeachyrj@gmail.com
US
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"jbgue@hotmail.com" <jbgue@hotmail.com>

From: "jbgue@hotmail.com" <jbgue@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:20:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Gueron jbgue@hotmail.com US
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"s9irit@icloud.com" <s9irit@icloud.com>

From: "s9irit@icloud.com" <s9irit@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:20:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurel Mancini s9irit@icloud.com US
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"timrunnels@msn.com" <timrunnels@msn.com>

From: "timrunnels@msn.com" <timrunnels@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:19:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terri Runnels timrunnels@msn.com US
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"robincdelaney@hotmail.com" <robincdelaney@hotmail.com>

From: "robincdelaney@hotmail.com" <robincdelaney@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:19:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Delaney robincdelaney@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"anna.a.feng@gmail.com" <anna.a.feng@gmail.com>

From: "anna.a.feng@gmail.com" <anna.a.feng@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:19:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Jang anna.a.feng@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"geminikna@gmail.com" <geminikna@gmail.com>

From: "geminikna@gmail.com" <geminikna@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:17:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ancy Thomas geminikna@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bonniepumphrey@gmail.com" <bonniepumphrey@gmail.com>

From: "bonniepumphrey@gmail.com" <bonniepumphrey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:17:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Pumphrey
bonniepumphrey@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mcmanus0803@gmail.com" <mcmanus0803@gmail.com>

From: "mcmanus0803@gmail.com" <mcmanus0803@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:16:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelly McManus mcmanus0803@gmail.com
NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sgriffin923@verizon.net" <sgriffin923@verizon.net>

From: "sgriffin923@verizon.net" <sgriffin923@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:16:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Griffin sgriffin923@verizon.net CA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tracya80@icloud.com" <tracya80@icloud.com>

From: "tracya80@icloud.com" <tracya80@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:16:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Mosier tracya80@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dawnfromtheoak@gmail.com" <dawnfromtheoak@gmail.com>

From: "dawnfromtheoak@gmail.com" <dawnfromtheoak@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:16:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roxanne Christie
dawnfromtheoak@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"djones2k@cox.net" <djones2k@cox.net>

From: "djones2k@cox.net" <djones2k@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:15:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Jones djones2k@cox.net US



Conversation Contents
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"poco.loco@gte.net" <poco.loco@gte.net>

From: "poco.loco@gte.net" <poco.loco@gte.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:15:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Hultquist poco.loco@gte.net US
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"mkbob@charter.net" <mkbob@charter.net>

From: "mkbob@charter.net" <mkbob@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:14:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Baumann mkbob@charter.net US
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"rabrown@centurytel.net" <rabrown@centurytel.net>

From: "rabrown@centurytel.net" <rabrown@centurytel.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:15:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Marie Brown rabrown@centurytel.net
WI US
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"indigo_wolf@hotmail.com" <indigo_wolf@hotmail.com>

From: "indigo_wolf@hotmail.com" <indigo_wolf@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:14:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sam Poikail indigo_wolf@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dechens108@gmail.com" <dechens108@gmail.com>

From: "dechens108@gmail.com" <dechens108@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:14:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Paolazzi dechens108@gmail.com US
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"trantules@centurylink.net" <trantules@centurylink.net>

From: "trantules@centurylink.net" <trantules@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:14:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan trantules trantules@centurylink.net PA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ncmarble@hotmail.com" <ncmarble@hotmail.com>

From: "ncmarble@hotmail.com" <ncmarble@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:13:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Marble ncmarble@hotmail.com US
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"sandygould517@gmail.com" <sandygould517@gmail.com>

From: "sandygould517@gmail.com" <sandygould517@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:13:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Gould sandygould517@gmail.com
US
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"pomaistone@gmail.com" <pomaistone@gmail.com>

From: "pomaistone@gmail.com" <pomaistone@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:13:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Johanna Stone pomaistone@gmail.com US
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"mediabum@rcn.com" <mediabum@rcn.com>

From: "mediabum@rcn.com" <mediabum@rcn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:12:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Jones mediabum@rcn.com US
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"janderson211@cfl.rr.com" <janderson211@cfl.rr.com>

From: "janderson211@cfl.rr.com" <janderson211@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:13:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Anderson janderson211@cfl.rr.com
US
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"springfeverjd@gmail.com" <springfeverjd@gmail.com>

From: "springfeverjd@gmail.com" <springfeverjd@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:11:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Anderson springfeverjd@gmail.com
US
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"steenackm001@hawaii.rr.com" <steenackm001@hawaii.rr.com>

From: "steenackm001@hawaii.rr.com" <steenackm001@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:11:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alex Verboven steenackm001@hawaii.rr.com
US
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"meghanbragg@gmail.com" <meghanbragg@gmail.com>

From: "meghanbragg@gmail.com" <meghanbragg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:11:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Meghan Bragg meghanbragg@gmail.com US
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"jamesnielsen90@gmail.com" <jamesnielsen90@gmail.com>

From: "jamesnielsen90@gmail.com" <jamesnielsen90@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:09:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Nielsen jamesnielsen90@gmail.com
WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tazicoffee@hotmail.com" <tazicoffee@hotmail.com>

From: "tazicoffee@hotmail.com" <tazicoffee@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:10:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tazuko Coffee tazicoffee@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brandonmgoodloe@gmail.com" <brandonmgoodloe@gmail.com>

From: "brandonmgoodloe@gmail.com" <brandonmgoodloe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:09:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brandon Goodloe
brandonmgoodloe@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"colleen.bye@uvu.edu" <colleen.bye@uvu.edu>

From: "colleen.bye@uvu.edu" <colleen.bye@uvu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:09:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Bye colleen.bye@uvu.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"amy.gonzo@snc.edu" <amy.gonzo@snc.edu>

From: "amy.gonzo@snc.edu" <amy.gonzo@snc.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:09:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Gonzo amy.gonzo@snc.edu US
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"bookears1@gmail.com" <bookears1@gmail.com>

From: "bookears1@gmail.com" <bookears1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:09:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Faye Donovan bookears1@gmail.com US
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"waterlover6@hotmail.com" <waterlover6@hotmail.com>

From: "waterlover6@hotmail.com" <waterlover6@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:07:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teri Hardy waterlover6@hotmail.com CA US
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"joonijeannie@gmail.com" <joonijeannie@gmail.com>

From: "joonijeannie@gmail.com" <joonijeannie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:07:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanmarie Zinat joonijeannie@gmail.com US
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"salmonberries@msn.com" <salmonberries@msn.com>

From: "salmonberries@msn.com" <salmonberries@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:07:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joy Mamoyac salmonberries@msn.com US
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"miller.jackie624@gmail.com" <miller.jackie624@gmail.com>

From: "miller.jackie624@gmail.com" <miller.jackie624@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:07:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Miller miller.jackie624@gmail.com
US
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"dsromero@mac.com" <dsromero@mac.com>

From: "dsromero@mac.com" <dsromero@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:07:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Devin Romero dsromero@mac.com US
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"colleensmale@gmail.com" <colleensmale@gmail.com>

From: "colleensmale@gmail.com" <colleensmale@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:07:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Smale colleensmale@gmail.com FL
US
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"terraderco@msn.com" <terraderco@msn.com>

From: "terraderco@msn.com" <terraderco@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:06:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Derchia terraderco@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marilyn.sammons@att.net" <marilyn.sammons@att.net>

From: "marilyn.sammons@att.net" <marilyn.sammons@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:06:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Sammons marilyn.sammons@att.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"car5390@bellsouth.net" <car5390@bellsouth.net>

From: "car5390@bellsouth.net" <car5390@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:06:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Rivera car5390@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandygatta454@gmail.com" <sandygatta454@gmail.com>

From: "sandygatta454@gmail.com" <sandygatta454@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:05:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Commons sandygatta454@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"diane.michael@travelleaders.com" <diane.michael@travelleaders.com>

From: "diane.michael@travelleaders.com"
<diane.michael@travelleaders.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:06:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Michael
diane.michael@travelleaders.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gdemoss1106@gmail.com" <gdemoss1106@gmail.com>

From: "gdemoss1106@gmail.com" <gdemoss1106@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:05:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Glenda DeMoss gdemoss1106@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cthompson8002@hotmail.com" <cthompson8002@hotmail.com>

From: "cthompson8002@hotmail.com" <cthompson8002@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:05:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Thompson
cthompson8002@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"politicized4good@gmail.com" <politicized4good@gmail.com>

From: "politicized4good@gmail.com" <politicized4good@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mayme Siders politicized4good@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tliz2462254@gmail.com" <tliz2462254@gmail.com>

From: "tliz2462254@gmail.com" <tliz2462254@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:05:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Torres tliz2462254@gmail.com US
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"kim_anderson32@att.net" <kim_anderson32@att.net>

From: "kim_anderson32@att.net" <kim_anderson32@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:05:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Anderson kim_anderson32@att.net US
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"reynolds846@verizon.net" <reynolds846@verizon.net>

From: "reynolds846@verizon.net" <reynolds846@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:05:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Reynolds reynolds846@verizon.net
US
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"tled123@gmail.com" <tled123@gmail.com>

From: "tled123@gmail.com" <tled123@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:04:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Siri tled123@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Resse702@gmail.com" <Resse702@gmail.com>

From: "Resse702@gmail.com" <Resse702@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:03:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Rodriguez Resse702@gmail.com
NV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wirianta@hotmail.com" <wirianta@hotmail.com>

From: "wirianta@hotmail.com" <wirianta@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:02:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vera Yates wirianta@hotmail.com US
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"maureensaval@gmail.com" <maureensaval@gmail.com>

From: "maureensaval@gmail.com" <maureensaval@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:02:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Saval maureensaval@gmail.com
US
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"John.e.roach1@gmail.com" <John.e.roach1@gmail.com>

From: "John.e.roach1@gmail.com" <John.e.roach1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Roach John.e.roach1@gmail.com MD
US
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"wolf3max@hotmail.com" <wolf3max@hotmail.com>

From: "wolf3max@hotmail.com" <wolf3max@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:01:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon S Graham wolf3max@hotmail.com
US
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"tricon90@hotmail.com" <tricon90@hotmail.com>

From: "tricon90@hotmail.com" <tricon90@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jerry Harris tricon90@hotmail.com US
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"jespo@nycap.rr.com" <jespo@nycap.rr.com>

From: "jespo@nycap.rr.com" <jespo@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Esposito jespo@nycap.rr.com US
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"bubbasmom22@gmail.com" <bubbasmom22@gmail.com>

From: "bubbasmom22@gmail.com" <bubbasmom22@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Flanagan
bubbasmom22@gmail.com US
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"efecats@gmail.com" <efecats@gmail.com>

From: "efecats@gmail.com" <efecats@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Englert efecats@gmail.com US
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"carolschildcare@hotmail.com" <carolschildcare@hotmail.com>

From: "carolschildcare@hotmail.com" <carolschildcare@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Condon carolschildcare@hotmail.com
US
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"teentee1120@icloud.com" <teentee1120@icloud.com>

From: "teentee1120@icloud.com" <teentee1120@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:01:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tanya Cox teentee1120@icloud.com VA US
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"patpertel@comcast.net" <patpertel@comcast.net>

From: "patpertel@comcast.net" <patpertel@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, MPatricia Pertel patpertel@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"teentee1177@gmail.com" <teentee1177@gmail.com>

From: "teentee1177@gmail.com" <teentee1177@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:59:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tanya Cox teentee1177@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beth-cook@bethel.edu" <beth-cook@bethel.edu>

From: "beth-cook@bethel.edu" <beth-cook@bethel.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beth Cook beth-cook@bethel.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gloriavh@optonline.net" <gloriavh@optonline.net>

From: "gloriavh@optonline.net" <gloriavh@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gloria Van houten gloriavh@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kesslergale@gmail.com" <kesslergale@gmail.com>

From: "kesslergale@gmail.com" <kesslergale@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:00:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gale Kessler kesslergale@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandyksgcw@hotmail.com" <sandyksgcw@hotmail.com>

From: "sandyksgcw@hotmail.com" <sandyksgcw@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:58:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Walls sandyksgcw@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"janelle390@gmail.com" <janelle390@gmail.com>

From: "janelle390@gmail.com" <janelle390@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:59:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Cimino janelle390@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"agata92109@hotmail.com" <agata92109@hotmail.com>

From: "agata92109@hotmail.com" <agata92109@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:58:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Agata Nowakowska
agata92109@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gardundeeva1955@msn.com" <gardundeeva1955@msn.com>

From: "gardundeeva1955@msn.com" <gardundeeva1955@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:58:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellie Thomas gardundeeva1955@msn.com
US
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"mars4114@bellsouth.net" <mars4114@bellsouth.net>

From: "mars4114@bellsouth.net" <mars4114@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:58:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: PLEASE change the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheila Marshall mars4114@bellsouth.net FL
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dickandlou@att.net" <dickandlou@att.net>

From: "dickandlou@att.net" <dickandlou@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:58:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Lines dickandlou@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"topazkennels@hotmail.com" <topazkennels@hotmail.com>

From: "topazkennels@hotmail.com" <topazkennels@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:58:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J Quall topazkennels@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"itsedh@softcom.net" <itsedh@softcom.net>

From: "itsedh@softcom.net" <itsedh@softcom.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:57:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edh Stanley itsedh@softcom.net US
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"gnielson12@gmail.com" <gnielson12@gmail.com>

From: "gnielson12@gmail.com" <gnielson12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Glenda Lea Nielson gnielson12@gmail.com
CA US
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"rodeoqjudgesinger@q.com" <rodeoqjudgesinger@q.com>

From: "rodeoqjudgesinger@q.com" <rodeoqjudgesinger@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:57:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Reason rodeoqjudgesinger@q.com
US
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"ruta2@cox.net" <ruta2@cox.net>

From: "ruta2@cox.net" <ruta2@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:57:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Allen ruta2@cox.net US
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"Kerry.sawyer@twc.com" <Kerry.sawyer@twc.com>

From: "Kerry.sawyer@twc.com" <Kerry.sawyer@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:56:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Kerry Sawyer Sincerely, Kerry Sawyer
Kerry.sawyer@twc.com MO US
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"ppofbb+ifaw@gmail.com" <ppofbb+ifaw@gmail.com>

From: "ppofbb+ifaw@gmail.com" <ppofbb+ifaw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:57:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jing Huang ppofbb+ifaw@gmail.com CO US
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"earldomii@gmail.com" <earldomii@gmail.com>

From: "earldomii@gmail.com" <earldomii@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:57:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Erlick earldomii@gmail.com US
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"labra0323doodle@gmail.com" <labra0323doodle@gmail.com>

From: "labra0323doodle@gmail.com" <labra0323doodle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:57:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Schrader labra0323doodle@gmail.com
US
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"cjcazan2013@gmail.com" <cjcazan2013@gmail.com>

From: "cjcazan2013@gmail.com" <cjcazan2013@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:57:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chandra Isley cjcazan2013@gmail.com GA
US
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"suefriesner@gmail.com" <suefriesner@gmail.com>

From: "suefriesner@gmail.com" <suefriesner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Friesner suefriesner@gmail.com US
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"kbowen6@icloud.com" <kbowen6@icloud.com>

From: "kbowen6@icloud.com" <kbowen6@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:55:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Bowen kbowen6@icloud.com US
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"micbell2222@gmail.com" <micbell2222@gmail.com>

From: "micbell2222@gmail.com" <micbell2222@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:55:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, michelle Bell micbell2222@gmail.com US
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"joshie16@earthlink.net" <joshie16@earthlink.net>

From: "joshie16@earthlink.net" <joshie16@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:54:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joshua Wright joshie16@earthlink.net US
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"youngannat@gmail.com" <youngannat@gmail.com>

From: "youngannat@gmail.com" <youngannat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:55:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Young youngannat@gmail.com US
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"veroandme@hotmail.com" <veroandme@hotmail.com>

From: "veroandme@hotmail.com" <veroandme@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:54:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Veronica Castillo veroandme@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debbiejduncan@hotmail.com" <debbiejduncan@hotmail.com>

From: "debbiejduncan@hotmail.com" <debbiejduncan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:54:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Duncan debbiejduncan@hotmail.com
US
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"kisulya@hotmail.com" <kisulya@hotmail.com>

From: "kisulya@hotmail.com" <kisulya@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:53:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Oksana Becker kisulya@hotmail.com VA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dingo222@comcast.net" <dingo222@comcast.net>

From: "dingo222@comcast.net" <dingo222@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:53:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lois Martell dingo222@comcast.net AZ US
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"lestapleton@hotmail.com" <lestapleton@hotmail.com>

From: "lestapleton@hotmail.com" <lestapleton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:52:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Larry Stapleton lestapleton@hotmail.com US
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"mary.rose123@twc.com" <mary.rose123@twc.com>

From: "mary.rose123@twc.com" <mary.rose123@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:53:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Rose mary.rose123@twc.com US
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"sinclair.miller@frontier.com" <sinclair.miller@frontier.com>

From: "sinclair.miller@frontier.com" <sinclair.miller@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:53:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Sinclair sinclair.miller@frontier.com US
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"pacojavierpancho13@gmail.com" <pacojavierpancho13@gmail.com>

From: "pacojavierpancho13@gmail.com"
<pacojavierpancho13@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:53:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francisco Rubio
pacojavierpancho13@gmail.com US
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"sandyrueckert@gmail.com" <sandyrueckert@gmail.com>

From: "sandyrueckert@gmail.com" <sandyrueckert@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:52:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Rueckert sandyrueckert@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cooperkatja@gmail.com" <cooperkatja@gmail.com>

From: "cooperkatja@gmail.com" <cooperkatja@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:51:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katja Cooper cooperkatja@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pamz@pamelazmiller.com" <pamz@pamelazmiller.com>

From: "pamz@pamelazmiller.com" <pamz@pamelazmiller.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:51:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Miller pamz@pamelazmiller.com TX
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mlugones@gmail.com" <mlugones@gmail.com>

From: "mlugones@gmail.com" <mlugones@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:51:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Lugones mlugones@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susieq947@bellsouth.net" <susieq947@bellsouth.net>

From: "susieq947@bellsouth.net" <susieq947@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:51:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Wood susieq947@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ederavin@hotmail.com" <ederavin@hotmail.com>

From: "ederavin@hotmail.com" <ederavin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:50:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eileen de Ravin ederavin@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"connect@angelamays.info" <connect@angelamays.info>

From: "connect@angelamays.info" <connect@angelamays.info>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:50:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Hansen connect@angelamays.info
US
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"gussiesparkey@gmail.com" <gussiesparkey@gmail.com>

From: "gussiesparkey@gmail.com" <gussiesparkey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:50:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Giles gussiesparkey@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"alizzete@me.com" <alizzete@me.com>

From: "alizzete@me.com" <alizzete@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:50:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lizzete Aranda-michaud alizzete@me.com
US
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"peggyagn@gmail.com" <peggyagn@gmail.com>

From: "peggyagn@gmail.com" <peggyagn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:49:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Agnello peggyagn@gmail.com US
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"surmaylo@gmail.com" <surmaylo@gmail.com>

From: "surmaylo@gmail.com" <surmaylo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Surmay surmaylo@gmail.com US
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"kathieda@att.net" <kathieda@att.net>

From: "kathieda@att.net" <kathieda@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:48:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathie Rasmussen kathieda@att.net KS US
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"mimi227@gmail.com" <mimi227@gmail.com>

From: "mimi227@gmail.com" <mimi227@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:48:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Mcginn mimi227@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"larchibald@washoeschools.net" <larchibald@washoeschools.net>

From: "larchibald@washoeschools.net"
<larchibald@washoeschools.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:48:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Archibald larchibald@washoeschools.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cris.to.sfo@gmail.com" <cris.to.sfo@gmail.com>

From: "cris.to.sfo@gmail.com" <cris.to.sfo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:48:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cristina Marcellini cris.to.sfo@gmail.com NY
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cummer.christine7@gmail.com" <cummer.christine7@gmail.com>

From: "cummer.christine7@gmail.com"
<cummer.christine7@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:48:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Cummer
cummer.christine7@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cwatercape@gmail.com" <cwatercape@gmail.com>

From: "cwatercape@gmail.com" <cwatercape@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:47:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Mylant cwatercape@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gaileberry@gmail.com" <gaileberry@gmail.com>

From: "gaileberry@gmail.com" <gaileberry@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:46:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Berry gaileberry@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jcatbrown1@gmail.com" <jcatbrown1@gmail.com>

From: "jcatbrown1@gmail.com" <jcatbrown1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:47:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Greg Geitz DVM jcatbrown1@gmail.com OR
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"csoneill56@gmail.com" <csoneill56@gmail.com>

From: "csoneill56@gmail.com" <csoneill56@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:46:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl O'neill csoneill56@gmail.com US
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"jessica.baylis@gmail.com" <jessica.baylis@gmail.com>

From: "jessica.baylis@gmail.com" <jessica.baylis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:46:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Baylis jessica.baylis@gmail.com US
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"gwenb04@hotmail.com" <gwenb04@hotmail.com>

From: "gwenb04@hotmail.com" <gwenb04@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:46:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, gwen buffkin gwenb04@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sue@suequigley.com" <sue@suequigley.com>

From: "sue@suequigley.com" <sue@suequigley.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:47:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Quigley sue@suequigley.com US
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"patwood@netstep.net" <patwood@netstep.net>

From: "patwood@netstep.net" <patwood@netstep.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:46:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peggy Atwood patwood@netstep.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kenellsperman@hotmail.com" <kenellsperman@hotmail.com>

From: "kenellsperman@hotmail.com" <kenellsperman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:45:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kenneth Ellsperman
kenellsperman@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brenda.d.grigg@gmail.com" <brenda.d.grigg@gmail.com>

From: "brenda.d.grigg@gmail.com" <brenda.d.grigg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:46:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Grigg brenda.d.grigg@gmail.com US
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"mandy.tomasik@gmail.com" <mandy.tomasik@gmail.com>

From: "mandy.tomasik@gmail.com" <mandy.tomasik@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:45:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amanda Tomasik
mandy.tomasik@gmail.com OH US
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"davidbalan@hotmail.com" <davidbalan@hotmail.com>

From: "davidbalan@hotmail.com" <davidbalan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:45:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Balan davidbalan@hotmail.com US
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"ppmbuttercup@hotmail.com" <ppmbuttercup@hotmail.com>

From: "ppmbuttercup@hotmail.com" <ppmbuttercup@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:45:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elena Foley ppmbuttercup@hotmail.com US
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"mariesadler007@gmail.com" <mariesadler007@gmail.com>

From: "mariesadler007@gmail.com" <mariesadler007@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:46:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Sadler mariesadler007@gmail.com US
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"taniaoliver72@gmail.com" <taniaoliver72@gmail.com>

From: "taniaoliver72@gmail.com" <taniaoliver72@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, tania oliver taniaoliver72@gmail.com CA AU
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"premiomayor@hotmail.com" <premiomayor@hotmail.com>

From: "premiomayor@hotmail.com" <premiomayor@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:44:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Ludlum premiomayor@hotmail.com
US
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"deniseb_2001@hotmail.com" <deniseb_2001@hotmail.com>

From: "deniseb_2001@hotmail.com" <deniseb_2001@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:43:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Smith deniseb_2001@hotmail.com
US
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"rayresidential@mindspring.com" <rayresidential@mindspring.com>

From: "rayresidential@mindspring.com"
<rayresidential@mindspring.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:43:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Ray rayresidential@mindspring.com
US
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"shastaearthtec@gmail.com" <shastaearthtec@gmail.com>

From: "shastaearthtec@gmail.com" <shastaearthtec@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:43:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Jameson shastaearthtec@gmail.com
US
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"ishmanji@gmail.com" <ishmanji@gmail.com>

From: "ishmanji@gmail.com" <ishmanji@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:43:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ish Manji ishmanji@gmail.com US
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"guesswhoiam2800@gmail.com" <guesswhoiam2800@gmail.com>

From: "guesswhoiam2800@gmail.com"
<guesswhoiam2800@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:43:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Garcia
guesswhoiam2800@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jehodel8182@gmail.com" <jehodel8182@gmail.com>

From: "jehodel8182@gmail.com" <jehodel8182@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:42:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Hodel jehodel8182@gmail.com US
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"chassysue@gmail.com" <chassysue@gmail.com>

From: "chassysue@gmail.com" <chassysue@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:43:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chastity Abel chassysue@gmail.com US
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"nedinwriting1@att.net" <nedinwriting1@att.net>

From: "nedinwriting1@att.net" <nedinwriting1@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edward Haggard nedinwriting1@att.net US
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"claudia1112003@outlook.com" <claudia1112003@outlook.com>

From: "claudia1112003@outlook.com" <claudia1112003@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:42:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, carolyn massey
claudia1112003@outlook.com IL US
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"carmely7up@gmail.com" <carmely7up@gmail.com>

From: "carmely7up@gmail.com" <carmely7up@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:41:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carmely Guizar carmely7up@gmail.com US
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"maryjo.wilkins@gmail.com" <maryjo.wilkins@gmail.com>

From: "maryjo.wilkins@gmail.com" <maryjo.wilkins@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:41:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Jo Wilkins maryjo.wilkins@gmail.com
WA US
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"cbr5769@verizon.net" <cbr5769@verizon.net>

From: "cbr5769@verizon.net" <cbr5769@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C DeBeer cbr5769@verizon.net US
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"susanjsheldrake@msn.com" <susanjsheldrake@msn.com>

From: "susanjsheldrake@msn.com" <susanjsheldrake@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:40:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Sheldrake susanjsheldrake@msn.com
WA US
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"cvallen2426@gmail.com" <cvallen2426@gmail.com>

From: "cvallen2426@gmail.com" <cvallen2426@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:40:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caroline Allen cvallen2426@gmail.com US
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"drellis@amigo.net" <drellis@amigo.net>

From: "drellis@amigo.net" <drellis@amigo.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:40:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Ellis drellis@amigo.net US
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"dmulcunry@tampabay.rr.com" <dmulcunry@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "dmulcunry@tampabay.rr.com" <dmulcunry@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:39:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Mulcunry
dmulcunry@tampabay.rr.com US
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"srisso53@gmail.com" <srisso53@gmail.com>

From: "srisso53@gmail.com" <srisso53@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:39:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susanne Risso srisso53@gmail.com US
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"britlinh@gmail.com" <britlinh@gmail.com>

From: "britlinh@gmail.com" <britlinh@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:38:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Britlin Hemingway britlinh@gmail.com US
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"jeffro.rog@gmail.com" <jeffro.rog@gmail.com>

From: "jeffro.rog@gmail.com" <jeffro.rog@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:39:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Rogers jeffro.rog@gmail.com US
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"anyajuanrisco@hotmail.com" <anyajuanrisco@hotmail.com>

From: "anyajuanrisco@hotmail.com" <anyajuanrisco@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:38:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anya Juan Risco
anyajuanrisco@hotmail.com US
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"lanelleboling@gmail.com" <lanelleboling@gmail.com>

From: "lanelleboling@gmail.com" <lanelleboling@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:38:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lanelle Boling lanelleboling@gmail.com US
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"lovesbob@hotmail.com" <lovesbob@hotmail.com>

From: "lovesbob@hotmail.com" <lovesbob@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:37:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chad Alvarez lovesbob@hotmail.com US
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"jenzlenz@gmail.com" <jenzlenz@gmail.com>

From: "jenzlenz@gmail.com" <jenzlenz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:37:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Dooley jenzlenz@gmail.com US
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"tinabinnis@gmail.com" <tinabinnis@gmail.com>

From: "tinabinnis@gmail.com" <tinabinnis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:37:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Innis tinabinnis@gmail.com OK US
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"ionataiewas14@hotmail.com" <ionataiewas14@hotmail.com>

From: "ionataiewas14@hotmail.com" <ionataiewas14@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:36:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kay Olan ionataiewas14@hotmail.com US
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"dagen.moore@gmail.com" <dagen.moore@gmail.com>

From: "dagen.moore@gmail.com" <dagen.moore@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:37:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dagen Moore dagen.moore@gmail.com US
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"larajessica@hotmail.com" <larajessica@hotmail.com>

From: "larajessica@hotmail.com" <larajessica@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:37:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dr Lara Pleasence larajessica@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"elainahatsis@comcast.net" <elainahatsis@comcast.net>

From: "elainahatsis@comcast.net" <elainahatsis@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:35:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaina Hatsis elainahatsis@comcast.net US
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"charmiked@gmail.com" <charmiked@gmail.com>

From: "charmiked@gmail.com" <charmiked@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:35:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charleen Dalmeida charmiked@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"blairaldworth@icloud.com" <blairaldworth@icloud.com>

From: "blairaldworth@icloud.com" <blairaldworth@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:35:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Blair Aldworth blairaldworth@icloud.com US
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"charborn@gmail.com" <charborn@gmail.com>

From: "charborn@gmail.com" <charborn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:35:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C Born charborn@gmail.com US
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"timfuller@hotmail.com" <timfuller@hotmail.com>

From: "timfuller@hotmail.com" <timfuller@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:35:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Fuller timfuller@hotmail.com US
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"harvey@eisens.com" <harvey@eisens.com>

From: "harvey@eisens.com" <harvey@eisens.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:34:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Harvey Eisen harvey@eisens.com MD US
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"4sports@roadrunner.com" <4sports@roadrunner.com>

From: "4sports@roadrunner.com" <4sports@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:34:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Wassell 4sports@roadrunner.com
PA US
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"goldoff@verizon.net" <goldoff@verizon.net>

From: "goldoff@verizon.net" <goldoff@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:34:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacki Goldhammer goldoff@verizon.net US
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"lmcasey30@gmail.com" <lmcasey30@gmail.com>

From: "lmcasey30@gmail.com" <lmcasey30@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:33:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Casey lmcasey30@gmail.com US
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"rosepeyton@comcast.net" <rosepeyton@comcast.net>

From: "rosepeyton@comcast.net" <rosepeyton@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:33:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peyton Rose rosepeyton@comcast.net US
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"joshie16@earthlink.net" <joshie16@earthlink.net>

From: "joshie16@earthlink.net" <joshie16@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:33:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joshua Wright joshie16@earthlink.net US
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"abaker14@comcast.net" <abaker14@comcast.net>

From: "abaker14@comcast.net" <abaker14@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:33:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Baker abaker14@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lauren.aichinger@gmail.com" <lauren.aichinger@gmail.com>

From: "lauren.aichinger@gmail.com" <lauren.aichinger@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:33:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Aichinger
lauren.aichinger@gmail.com US
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"msmcc@q.com" <msmcc@q.com>

From: "msmcc@q.com" <msmcc@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:33:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marianne Connors msmcc@q.com US
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"tkgazelle@gmail.com" <tkgazelle@gmail.com>

From: "tkgazelle@gmail.com" <tkgazelle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:32:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tabitha Kiesel tkgazelle@gmail.com US
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"ckyddsumberg@comcast.net" <ckyddsumberg@comcast.net>

From: "ckyddsumberg@comcast.net" <ckyddsumberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:33:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Kydd-Sumberg
ckyddsumberg@comcast.net US
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"marchhare313@bellsouth.net" <marchhare313@bellsouth.net>

From: "marchhare313@bellsouth.net" <marchhare313@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:32:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Vinson marchhare313@bellsouth.net
US
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"jkcasiello@comcast.net" <jkcasiello@comcast.net>

From: "jkcasiello@comcast.net" <jkcasiello@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:32:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Casiello jkcasiello@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mammarx@charter.net" <mammarx@charter.net>

From: "mammarx@charter.net" <mammarx@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:32:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alison Marx mammarx@charter.net US
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"mark@pdq.net" <mark@pdq.net>

From: "mark@pdq.net" <mark@pdq.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:31:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Bedgood mark@pdq.net US
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"politicized4good@gmail.com" <politicized4good@gmail.com>

From: "politicized4good@gmail.com" <politicized4good@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:31:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mayme Siders politicized4good@gmail.com
US
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"rn117@verizon.net" <rn117@verizon.net>

From: "rn117@verizon.net" <rn117@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:31:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, d Arditi rn117@verizon.net US
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"louise.prokop@gmail.com" <louise.prokop@gmail.com>

From: "louise.prokop@gmail.com" <louise.prokop@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:31:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Prokop louise.prokop@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"angelika.ffm@gmail.com" <angelika.ffm@gmail.com>

From: "angelika.ffm@gmail.com" <angelika.ffm@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:30:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angelika Tietz angelika.ffm@gmail.com US
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"grovescs@comcast.net" <grovescs@comcast.net>

From: "grovescs@comcast.net" <grovescs@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:29:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Groves grovescs@comcast.net US
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"rdarch@centurylink.net" <rdarch@centurylink.net>

From: "rdarch@centurylink.net" <rdarch@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:28:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Arch rdarch@centurylink.net FL US



Conversation Contents
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"jgg11@comcast.net" <jgg11@comcast.net>

From: "jgg11@comcast.net" <jgg11@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:28:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jack Grundmann jgg11@comcast.net US
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"peaceandharmony7065@gmail.com" <peaceandharmony7065@gmail.com>

From: "peaceandharmony7065@gmail.com"
<peaceandharmony7065@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:29:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Durbin
peaceandharmony7065@gmail.com US
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"jason@hoponthewineline.com" <jason@hoponthewineline.com>

From: "jason@hoponthewineline.com" <jason@hoponthewineline.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:28:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Westfall jason@hoponthewineline.com
US
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"margeyoung@earthlink.net" <margeyoung@earthlink.net>

From: "margeyoung@earthlink.net" <margeyoung@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:28:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marjorie Young margeyoung@earthlink.net
US
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"joshajb2004@gmail.com" <joshajb2004@gmail.com>

From: "joshajb2004@gmail.com" <joshajb2004@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:28:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joshua Bosworth joshajb2004@gmail.com
KS US
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"rrmredsox@comcast.net" <rrmredsox@comcast.net>

From: "rrmredsox@comcast.net" <rrmredsox@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:27:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rose Mikula rrmredsox@comcast.net US
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"jbattis@msn.com" <jbattis@msn.com>

From: "jbattis@msn.com" <jbattis@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:28:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Battis jbattis@msn.com US
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"lvanche3@gmail.com" <lvanche3@gmail.com>

From: "lvanche3@gmail.com" <lvanche3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:28:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorie Vanchena lvanche3@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fairyinoz3@comcast.net" <fairyinoz3@comcast.net>

From: "fairyinoz3@comcast.net" <fairyinoz3@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Wyatt fairyinoz3@comcast.net WA
US
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"sec1992@gmail.com" <sec1992@gmail.com>

From: "sec1992@gmail.com" <sec1992@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:27:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Chambers sec1992@gmail.com US
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"cpmonroe99@gmail.com" <cpmonroe99@gmail.com>

From: "cpmonroe99@gmail.com" <cpmonroe99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:26:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: cpmonroe99@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caylin Monroe cpmonroe99@gmail.com AR
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lauriecoale@hotmail.com" <lauriecoale@hotmail.com>

From: "lauriecoale@hotmail.com" <lauriecoale@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:25:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Coale lauriecoale@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ccelee@peoplepc.com" <ccelee@peoplepc.com>

From: "ccelee@peoplepc.com" <ccelee@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:25:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cecelia Pringle ccelee@peoplepc.com US
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"4wdrstar@optonline.net" <4wdrstar@optonline.net>

From: "4wdrstar@optonline.net" <4wdrstar@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:25:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert & Cheryl Miller
4wdrstar@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chonadone@hotmail.com" <chonadone@hotmail.com>

From: "chonadone@hotmail.com" <chonadone@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:25:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Dudeck chonadone@hotmail.com
US
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"ximenasl72@gmail.com" <ximenasl72@gmail.com>

From: "ximenasl72@gmail.com" <ximenasl72@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:24:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ximena Suarez Lopez
ximenasl72@gmail.com CA US
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"mralphe001@verizon.net" <mralphe001@verizon.net>

From: "mralphe001@verizon.net" <mralphe001@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:25:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Ralphe mralphe001@verizon.net US
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"barrycorrigan47@gmail.com" <barrycorrigan47@gmail.com>

From: "barrycorrigan47@gmail.com" <barrycorrigan47@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:25:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barry Corrigan barrycorrigan47@gmail.com
US
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"v.burgelin@gmail.com" <v.burgelin@gmail.com>

From: "v.burgelin@gmail.com" <v.burgelin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:25:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Burgelin v.burgelin@gmail.com US
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"doris_in_georgia@msn.com" <doris_in_georgia@msn.com>

From: "doris_in_georgia@msn.com" <doris_in_georgia@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:24:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doris Godwin doris_in_georgia@msn.com
US
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"tcglover58@hotmail.com" <tcglover58@hotmail.com>

From: "tcglover58@hotmail.com" <tcglover58@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:24:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for your consideration. I urge DOI
to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife
conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Glover tcglover58@hotmail.com US
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"lbenge66@gmail.com" <lbenge66@gmail.com>

From: "lbenge66@gmail.com" <lbenge66@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:24:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Benge lbenge66@gmail.com US
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"herdonchrissy@gmail.com" <herdonchrissy@gmail.com>

From: "herdonchrissy@gmail.com" <herdonchrissy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:23:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Herdon herdonchrissy@gmail.com
NJ US
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"trisner_01@hotmail.com" <trisner_01@hotmail.com>

From: "trisner_01@hotmail.com" <trisner_01@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:22:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Risner trisner_01@hotmail.com US
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"brettleimkuhler@gmail.com" <brettleimkuhler@gmail.com>

From: "brettleimkuhler@gmail.com" <brettleimkuhler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brett Leimkuhler brettleimkuhler@gmail.com
US
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"klt420sc@gmail.com" <klt420sc@gmail.com>

From: "klt420sc@gmail.com" <klt420sc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:23:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karin Thompson klt420sc@gmail.com CA US
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"vargasdiana18@hotmail.com" <vargasdiana18@hotmail.com>

From: "vargasdiana18@hotmail.com" <vargasdiana18@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:23:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Vargas vargasdiana18@hotmail.com
US
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"riling5@gmail.com" <riling5@gmail.com>

From: "riling5@gmail.com" <riling5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:22:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Riling riling5@gmail.com US
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"dukeofchippewa@gmail.com" <dukeofchippewa@gmail.com>

From: "dukeofchippewa@gmail.com" <dukeofchippewa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:22:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Duane Introwitz dukeofchippewa@gmail.com
IL US
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"cfhempel@juno.com" <cfhempel@juno.com>

From: "cfhempel@juno.com" <cfhempel@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:22:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Conrad Hempel cfhempel@juno.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alohadahl@comcast.net" <alohadahl@comcast.net>

From: "alohadahl@comcast.net" <alohadahl@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:22:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Loa Dahl alohadahl@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fsnowden45@gmail.com" <fsnowden45@gmail.com>

From: "fsnowden45@gmail.com" <fsnowden45@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:20:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frederick Snowden fsnowden45@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"prumsey1@rochester.rr.com" <prumsey1@rochester.rr.com>

From: "prumsey1@rochester.rr.com" <prumsey1@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:22:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Rumsey prumsey1@rochester.rr.com
US
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"geegh@hotmail.com" <geegh@hotmail.com>

From: "geegh@hotmail.com" <geegh@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:21:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Evangeline Miranda geegh@hotmail.com CA
US
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"kit@aginc.net" <kit@aginc.net>

From: "kit@aginc.net" <kit@aginc.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kit Mason kit@aginc.net US
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"lloydr010@hawaii.rr.com" <lloydr010@hawaii.rr.com>

From: "lloydr010@hawaii.rr.com" <lloydr010@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:20:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Lloyd lloydr010@hawaii.rr.com US
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"dhthegidget@gmail.com" <dhthegidget@gmail.com>

From: "dhthegidget@gmail.com" <dhthegidget@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:21:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Hunt dhthegidget@gmail.com US
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"cairn.mama2@gmail.com" <cairn.mama2@gmail.com>

From: "cairn.mama2@gmail.com" <cairn.mama2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:21:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pat Cranmer cairn.mama2@gmail.com US
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"viveksubs@gmail.com" <viveksubs@gmail.com>

From: "viveksubs@gmail.com" <viveksubs@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:21:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vivek Subramanian viveksubs@gmail.com
US
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"lafurlong19@gmail.com" <lafurlong19@gmail.com>

From: "lafurlong19@gmail.com" <lafurlong19@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:21:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lee F lafurlong19@gmail.com US
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"judyguitar@windstream.net" <judyguitar@windstream.net>

From: "judyguitar@windstream.net" <judyguitar@windstream.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:20:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Arnold judyguitar@windstream.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"crlynsher@peoplepc.com" <crlynsher@peoplepc.com>

From: "crlynsher@peoplepc.com" <crlynsher@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:21:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Jones crlynsher@peoplepc.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rolletimothy@hotmail.com" <rolletimothy@hotmail.com>

From: "rolletimothy@hotmail.com" <rolletimothy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:19:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Timothy Rolle rolletimothy@hotmail.com NM
US
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"marti_elgin@hotmail.com" <marti_elgin@hotmail.com>

From: "marti_elgin@hotmail.com" <marti_elgin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:18:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, M Masek marti_elgin@hotmail.com US
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"rosaanchondo@hotmail.com" <rosaanchondo@hotmail.com>

From: "rosaanchondo@hotmail.com" <rosaanchondo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:20:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosa Anchondo rosaanchondo@hotmail.com
US
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"saskiacarey@gmail.com" <saskiacarey@gmail.com>

From: "saskiacarey@gmail.com" <saskiacarey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:19:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Saskia Carey saskiacarey@gmail.com US
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"altarr8@gmail.com" <altarr8@gmail.com>

From: "altarr8@gmail.com" <altarr8@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:19:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alex Tartaglia altarr8@gmail.com US
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"cutedarong@hotmail.com" <cutedarong@hotmail.com>

From: "cutedarong@hotmail.com" <cutedarong@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:19:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberley Suh cutedarong@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susanfarquhar02@gmail.com" <susanfarquhar02@gmail.com>

From: "susanfarquhar02@gmail.com" <susanfarquhar02@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:18:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Farquhar
susanfarquhar02@gmail.com US
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"johnballard@hotmail.com" <johnballard@hotmail.com>

From: "johnballard@hotmail.com" <johnballard@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:18:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Ballard johnballard@hotmail.com US
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"dinkerdavis@att.net" <dinkerdavis@att.net>

From: "dinkerdavis@att.net" <dinkerdavis@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:19:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scheree Davis dinkerdavis@att.net US
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"dale.yager@gmail.com" <dale.yager@gmail.com>

From: "dale.yager@gmail.com" <dale.yager@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:18:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dale Yager dale.yager@gmail.com US
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"mindfulsuccess@live.com" <mindfulsuccess@live.com>

From: "mindfulsuccess@live.com" <mindfulsuccess@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:18:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Medina mindfulsuccess@live.com
US
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"elpasostpius@hotmail.com" <elpasostpius@hotmail.com>

From: "elpasostpius@hotmail.com" <elpasostpius@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:18:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juliana de Tarnowsky
elpasostpius@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jmeans1223@live.com" <jmeans1223@live.com>

From: "jmeans1223@live.com" <jmeans1223@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:18:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Means jmeans1223@live.com US
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"ghostrider41@gmail.com" <ghostrider41@gmail.com>

From: "ghostrider41@gmail.com" <ghostrider41@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:17:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Booth ghostrider41@gmail.com US
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"derengowskm@montclair.edu" <derengowskm@montclair.edu>

From: "derengowskm@montclair.edu" <derengowskm@montclair.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:16:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Derengowski
derengowskm@montclair.edu US
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"williamhaas88@gmail.com" <williamhaas88@gmail.com>

From: "williamhaas88@gmail.com" <williamhaas88@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:17:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Haas williamhaas88@gmail.com US
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"a.m.hess6128@gmail.com" <a.m.hess6128@gmail.com>

From: "a.m.hess6128@gmail.com" <a.m.hess6128@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:16:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana M Hess a.m.hess6128@gmail.com US
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"jwindesheim@att.net" <jwindesheim@att.net>

From: "jwindesheim@att.net" <jwindesheim@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:16:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Windesheim jwindesheim@att.net US
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"brit632@gmail.com" <brit632@gmail.com>

From: "brit632@gmail.com" <brit632@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:15:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I am a strong believer that we should protect
our wildlife for our future generations to enjoy. I do not see that allowing trophy hunting permits
could help this planet at all. My own daughter wept when she read President Trumps’ proposal
and I could offer no explanation! Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I
urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife
conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Cunningham-Hill brit632@gmail.com US
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"slmyers50@comcast.net" <slmyers50@comcast.net>

From: "slmyers50@comcast.net" <slmyers50@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:15:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sally Myers slmyers50@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lynda.pilkington@gmail.com" <lynda.pilkington@gmail.com>

From: "lynda.pilkington@gmail.com" <lynda.pilkington@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:15:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynda Pilkington lynda.pilkington@gmail.com
US
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"connect@angelamays.info" <connect@angelamays.info>

From: "connect@angelamays.info" <connect@angelamays.info>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:15:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Hansen connect@angelamays.info
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"awtrat@hotmail.com" <awtrat@hotmail.com>

From: "awtrat@hotmail.com" <awtrat@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:15:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adrienne Trattner awtrat@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"smpsam17@gmail.com" <smpsam17@gmail.com>

From: "smpsam17@gmail.com" <smpsam17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:14:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Sambito smpsam17@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mardyw@verizon.net" <mardyw@verizon.net>

From: "mardyw@verizon.net" <mardyw@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:15:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mardy Weinstein mardyw@verizon.net FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sae0325@softbank.ne.jp" <sae0325@softbank.ne.jp>

From: "sae0325@softbank.ne.jp" <sae0325@softbank.ne.jp>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:14:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sae Magata sae0325@softbank.ne.jp JP
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"darwinleatherman@hotmail.com" <darwinleatherman@hotmail.com>

From: "darwinleatherman@hotmail.com"
<darwinleatherman@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:14:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darwin Leatherman
darwinleatherman@hotmail.com US
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Make Key Changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"byron-donna@centurylink.net" <byron-donna@centurylink.net>

From: "byron-donna@centurylink.net" <byron-donna@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:14:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make Key Changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Byron Perrigo byron-donna@centurylink.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jrey1331@outlook.com" <jrey1331@outlook.com>

From: "jrey1331@outlook.com" <jrey1331@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:13:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Reynolds jrey1331@outlook.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"info@dalerio.com" <info@dalerio.com>

From: "info@dalerio.com" <info@dalerio.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:13:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, dale rio info@dalerio.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jamesavallejos1@gmail.com" <jamesavallejos1@gmail.com>

From: "jamesavallejos1@gmail.com" <jamesavallejos1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:11:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Vallejos jamesavallejos1@gmail.com
CO US
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"bsykes@nycmail.com" <bsykes@nycmail.com>

From: "bsykes@nycmail.com" <bsykes@nycmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:12:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill Sykes bsykes@nycmail.com US
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"donna.glaser@gmail.com" <donna.glaser@gmail.com>

From: "donna.glaser@gmail.com" <donna.glaser@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:11:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Glaser donna.glaser@gmail.com WA
US
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"lucylaurel@hotmail.com" <lucylaurel@hotmail.com>

From: "lucylaurel@hotmail.com" <lucylaurel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:11:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lucy Carter lucylaurel@hotmail.com US
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"lbthompson3@gmail.com" <lbthompson3@gmail.com>

From: "lbthompson3@gmail.com" <lbthompson3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:11:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Thompson lbthompson3@gmail.com
US
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"darrenj21@hotmail.com" <darrenj21@hotmail.com>

From: "darrenj21@hotmail.com" <darrenj21@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:10:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darren Jacobs darrenj21@hotmail.com US
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"judybredeweg@gmail.com" <judybredeweg@gmail.com>

From: "judybredeweg@gmail.com" <judybredeweg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:10:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Jonker bredeweg
judybredeweg@gmail.com MI US
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"careymiller56@gmail.com" <careymiller56@gmail.com>

From: "careymiller56@gmail.com" <careymiller56@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:10:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carey Miller careymiller56@gmail.com US
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"randhlivi@webtv.net" <randhlivi@webtv.net>

From: "randhlivi@webtv.net" <randhlivi@webtv.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:09:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Livingston randhlivi@webtv.net US
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"cdull88@gmail.com" <cdull88@gmail.com>

From: "cdull88@gmail.com" <cdull88@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:09:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey Dull cdull88@gmail.com US
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"delilahsue@live.com" <delilahsue@live.com>

From: "delilahsue@live.com" <delilahsue@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:09:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Vivino delilahsue@live.com US
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"keli_mall5@hotmail.com" <keli_mall5@hotmail.com>

From: "keli_mall5@hotmail.com" <keli_mall5@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:09:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Meyer keli_mall5@hotmail.com US
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"gknapik@ndc.edu" <gknapik@ndc.edu>

From: "gknapik@ndc.edu" <gknapik@ndc.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:08:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Greg Knapik gknapik@ndc.edu US
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"lisawisniewski1@gmail.com" <lisawisniewski1@gmail.com>

From: "lisawisniewski1@gmail.com" <lisawisniewski1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:09:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Wisniewski lisawisniewski1@gmail.com
US
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"cluery@gmail.com" <cluery@gmail.com>

From: "cluery@gmail.com" <cluery@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:08:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Luery cluery@gmail.com US
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"jer@haikulaw.com" <jer@haikulaw.com>

From: "jer@haikulaw.com" <jer@haikulaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:07:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joel Richman jer@haikulaw.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carolcramer@comcast.net" <carolcramer@comcast.net>

From: "carolcramer@comcast.net" <carolcramer@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:07:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Cramer carolcramer@comcast.net MI
US
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"kfwilliamson@hotmail.com" <kfwilliamson@hotmail.com>

From: "kfwilliamson@hotmail.com" <kfwilliamson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:07:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Williamson kfwilliamson@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
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"mamawpamp@charter.net" <mamawpamp@charter.net>

From: "mamawpamp@charter.net" <mamawpamp@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:07:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Potts mamawpamp@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"priscillanunez4@gmail.com" <priscillanunez4@gmail.com>

From: "priscillanunez4@gmail.com" <priscillanunez4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:06:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Priscilla Nunez priscillanunez4@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jfpowers7460@gmail.com" <jfpowers7460@gmail.com>

From: "jfpowers7460@gmail.com" <jfpowers7460@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:07:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Powers jfpowers7460@gmail.com WI
US
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"rocket_99@msn.com" <rocket_99@msn.com>

From: "rocket_99@msn.com" <rocket_99@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:07:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Lamacchia rocket_99@msn.com US
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"daradot@gmail.com" <daradot@gmail.com>

From: "daradot@gmail.com" <daradot@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:05:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dara Sowell daradot@gmail.com US
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"nysarav@gmail.com" <nysarav@gmail.com>

From: "nysarav@gmail.com" <nysarav@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:05:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Natasha Saravanja nysarav@gmail.com US
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"pamz@pamelazmiller.com" <pamz@pamelazmiller.com>

From: "pamz@pamelazmiller.com" <pamz@pamelazmiller.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:05:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Miller pamz@pamelazmiller.com US
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"joann.bohannon35@gmail.com" <joann.bohannon35@gmail.com>

From: "joann.bohannon35@gmail.com"
<joann.bohannon35@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:04:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JoAnne Hallock Bohannon-Ather
joann.bohannon35@gmail.com US
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"lmso@cox.net" <lmso@cox.net>

From: "lmso@cox.net" <lmso@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:04:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lila Osborne lmso@cox.net KS US
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"mericketson@gmail.com" <mericketson@gmail.com>

From: "mericketson@gmail.com" <mericketson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:05:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Ricketson mericketson@gmail.com US
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"sheta2z@carolina.rr.com" <sheta2z@carolina.rr.com>

From: "sheta2z@carolina.rr.com" <sheta2z@carolina.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:04:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nikki Thompson sheta2z@carolina.rr.com
NC US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tofindbob@hotmail.com" <tofindbob@hotmail.com>

From: "tofindbob@hotmail.com" <tofindbob@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:04:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
We NEED a healthy planet!!!! I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857,
Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale
modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to
promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise
imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit
the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Smith tofindbob@hotmail.com US
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"geraldazar@cox.net" <geraldazar@cox.net>

From: "geraldazar@cox.net" <geraldazar@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:03:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Jane Zar geraldazar@cox.net US
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"buchanan-forte@comcast.net" <buchanan-forte@comcast.net>

From: "buchanan-forte@comcast.net" <buchanan-forte@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:04:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Buchanan-Forte buchanan-
forte@comcast.net US
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"maureenmcdermott@att.net" <maureenmcdermott@att.net>

From: "maureenmcdermott@att.net" <maureenmcdermott@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:03:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Mcdermott
maureenmcdermott@att.net US
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"denzinsky@gmail.com" <denzinsky@gmail.com>

From: "denzinsky@gmail.com" <denzinsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:03:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Trizinsky denzinsky@gmail.com US
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"requinones@earthlink.net" <requinones@earthlink.net>

From: "requinones@earthlink.net" <requinones@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:03:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Quinones requinones@earthlink.net US
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"tlcameron53@gmail.com" <tlcameron53@gmail.com>

From: "tlcameron53@gmail.com" <tlcameron53@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:04:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teena Cameron tlcameron53@gmail.com
OR US
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"johna@iowatelecom.net" <johna@iowatelecom.net>

From: "johna@iowatelecom.net" <johna@iowatelecom.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:04:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Van Haaften johna@iowatelecom.net
US
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"davinbvirta@hotmail.com" <davinbvirta@hotmail.com>

From: "davinbvirta@hotmail.com" <davinbvirta@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:03:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Davin Virta davinbvirta@hotmail.com US
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"iws@sonic.net" <iws@sonic.net>

From: "iws@sonic.net" <iws@sonic.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:02:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Rawson iws@sonic.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tuniann40@gmail.com" <tuniann40@gmail.com>

From: "tuniann40@gmail.com" <tuniann40@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:02:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pat Lowe tuniann40@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ewilsonholmes@gmail.com" <ewilsonholmes@gmail.com>

From: "ewilsonholmes@gmail.com" <ewilsonholmes@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:02:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Holmes ewilsonholmes@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"starrose1@live.com" <starrose1@live.com>

From: "starrose1@live.com" <starrose1@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:02:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carmen Chacon starrose1@live.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"karlasilva24@hotmail.com" <karlasilva24@hotmail.com>

From: "karlasilva24@hotmail.com" <karlasilva24@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karla Silva karlasilva24@hotmail.com US
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"corndogger2@msn.com" <corndogger2@msn.com>

From: "corndogger2@msn.com" <corndogger2@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:01:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Trueblood corndogger2@msn.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"isabellabrown44@gmail.com" <isabellabrown44@gmail.com>

From: "isabellabrown44@gmail.com" <isabellabrown44@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:02:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Isabella Brown isabellabrown44@gmail.com
US
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"leslieuhl@mac.com" <leslieuhl@mac.com>

From: "leslieuhl@mac.com" <leslieuhl@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:01:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Hunter Uhl leslieuhl@mac.com US
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"jsmwitt@gmail.com" <jsmwitt@gmail.com>

From: "jsmwitt@gmail.com" <jsmwitt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:01:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Witt jsmwitt@gmail.com US
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"inga.flider@gmail.com" <inga.flider@gmail.com>

From: "inga.flider@gmail.com" <inga.flider@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Inga Flider inga.flider@gmail.com US
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"davidfisher@comcast.net" <davidfisher@comcast.net>

From: "davidfisher@comcast.net" <davidfisher@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:00:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Fisher davidfisher@comcast.net US
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"sproietta@msn.com" <sproietta@msn.com>

From: "sproietta@msn.com" <sproietta@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:00:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Proietta sproietta@msn.com PA US
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"d_atnip@hotmail.com" <d_atnip@hotmail.com>

From: "d_atnip@hotmail.com" <d_atnip@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Atnip d_atnip@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alamparella@hotmail.com" <alamparella@hotmail.com>

From: "alamparella@hotmail.com" <alamparella@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:00:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aubrae Lamparella
alamparella@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"harmoniousdischord@gmail.com" <harmoniousdischord@gmail.com>

From: "harmoniousdischord@gmail.com"
<harmoniousdischord@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Watt harmoniousdischord@gmail.com
US
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"lkamler@earthlink.net" <lkamler@earthlink.net>

From: "lkamler@earthlink.net" <lkamler@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Kamler lkamler@earthlink.net CA US



Conversation Contents
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"adrianstis@att.net" <adrianstis@att.net>

From: "adrianstis@att.net" <adrianstis@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ms adrian Siegel adrianstis@att.net US
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"a_southern@hotmail.com" <a_southern@hotmail.com>

From: "a_southern@hotmail.com" <a_southern@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, andrea southern a_southern@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alpinetravel@myfairpoint.net" <alpinetravel@myfairpoint.net>

From: "alpinetravel@myfairpoint.net" <alpinetravel@myfairpoint.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeannette Arnold
alpinetravel@myfairpoint.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gall413@bellsouth.net" <gall413@bellsouth.net>

From: "gall413@bellsouth.net" <gall413@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Galloway gall413@bellsouth.net US
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"pminicu@hotmail.com" <pminicu@hotmail.com>

From: "pminicu@hotmail.com" <pminicu@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:58:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Minicucci pminicu@hotmail.com CA
US
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"margaretford316@gmail.com" <margaretford316@gmail.com>

From: "margaretford316@gmail.com" <margaretford316@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Ford margaretford316@gmail.com
US
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"operamartyc@charter.net" <operamartyc@charter.net>

From: "operamartyc@charter.net" <operamartyc@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marty Clesceri operamartyc@charter.net US
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"elizabeth.w.sauer@gmail.com" <elizabeth.w.sauer@gmail.com>

From: "elizabeth.w.sauer@gmail.com" <elizabeth.w.sauer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:59:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Sauer
elizabeth.w.sauer@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ws6461@hotmail.com" <ws6461@hotmail.com>

From: "ws6461@hotmail.com" <ws6461@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:58:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wayne Slang ws6461@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katycscott@gmail.com" <katycscott@gmail.com>

From: "katycscott@gmail.com" <katycscott@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:58:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, K Scott katycscott@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"spgold15@twcny.rr.com" <spgold15@twcny.rr.com>

From: "spgold15@twcny.rr.com" <spgold15@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:58:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Gold spgold15@twcny.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Capsub427@gmail.com" <Capsub427@gmail.com>

From: "Capsub427@gmail.com" <Capsub427@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:58:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sean Smith Capsub427@gmail.com CA US
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"mickiherg@cox.net" <mickiherg@cox.net>

From: "mickiherg@cox.net" <mickiherg@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:58:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Micki Hergenreder mickiherg@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"huckhound66@windstream.net" <huckhound66@windstream.net>

From: "huckhound66@windstream.net"
<huckhound66@windstream.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:57:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Wilkins
huckhound66@windstream.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"doglover@me.com" <doglover@me.com>

From: "doglover@me.com" <doglover@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:57:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Hall doglover@me.com US
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"deccbc@comcast.net" <deccbc@comcast.net>

From: "deccbc@comcast.net" <deccbc@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:57:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Crotinger deccbc@comcast.net US
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"charleswmcleod@hotmail.com" <charleswmcleod@hotmail.com>

From: "charleswmcleod@hotmail.com" <charleswmcleod@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:57:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Mcleod
charleswmcleod@hotmail.com US
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"aradraugfea@gmail.com" <aradraugfea@gmail.com>

From: "aradraugfea@gmail.com" <aradraugfea@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:56:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brandon Allendorf aradraugfea@gmail.com
US
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"seachadhe58@gmail.com" <seachadhe58@gmail.com>

From: "seachadhe58@gmail.com" <seachadhe58@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:57:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelagh Geoghegan
seachadhe58@gmail.com US
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"linda-kardell@comcast.net" <linda-kardell@comcast.net>

From: "linda-kardell@comcast.net" <linda-kardell@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:57:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Kardell linda-kardell@comcast.net US
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"dtroyo63@gmail.com" <dtroyo63@gmail.com>

From: "dtroyo63@gmail.com" <dtroyo63@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Troyo dtroyo63@gmail.com US
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"moegenburg@hotmail.com" <moegenburg@hotmail.com>

From: "moegenburg@hotmail.com" <moegenburg@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mary moegenburg
moegenburg@hotmail.com US
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"connie52alvarez@gmail.com" <connie52alvarez@gmail.com>

From: "connie52alvarez@gmail.com" <connie52alvarez@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:56:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Alvarez connie52alvarez@gmail.com
US
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"dianacastellanos77@gmail.com" <dianacastellanos77@gmail.com>

From: "dianacastellanos77@gmail.com"
<dianacastellanos77@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Castellanos Swartz
dianacastellanos77@gmail.com NY US
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"karynkarp@gmail.com" <karynkarp@gmail.com>

From: "karynkarp@gmail.com" <karynkarp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:55:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karyn Karp karynkarp@gmail.com US
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"laurie@lauriefassdogtraining.com" <laurie@lauriefassdogtraining.com>

From: "laurie@lauriefassdogtraining.com"
<laurie@lauriefassdogtraining.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:55:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Fass
laurie@lauriefassdogtraining.com US
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"yecarth17@gmail.com" <yecarth17@gmail.com>

From: "yecarth17@gmail.com" <yecarth17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:54:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Hall yecarth17@gmail.com US
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"jjordan@sunmclaw.com" <jjordan@sunmclaw.com>

From: "jjordan@sunmclaw.com" <jjordan@sunmclaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:54:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer J. jjordan@sunmclaw.com US
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"mherter5@gmail.com" <mherter5@gmail.com>

From: "mherter5@gmail.com" <mherter5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:54:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Herter mherter5@gmail.com US
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"kordash1@gmail.com" <kordash1@gmail.com>

From: "kordash1@gmail.com" <kordash1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:54:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doug Edwards kordash1@gmail.com US
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"michellanne50@gmail.com" <michellanne50@gmail.com>

From: "michellanne50@gmail.com" <michellanne50@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:54:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Murphy michellanne50@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"whendrix@sc.rr.com" <whendrix@sc.rr.com>

From: "whendrix@sc.rr.com" <whendrix@sc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:54:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Hendrix whendrix@sc.rr.com US
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"stmoritz4@verizon.net" <stmoritz4@verizon.net>

From: "stmoritz4@verizon.net" <stmoritz4@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:54:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kerrie Moritz stmoritz4@verizon.net NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jtomlin@gmail.com" <jtomlin@gmail.com>

From: "jtomlin@gmail.com" <jtomlin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:53:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenna Tomlin jtomlin@gmail.com US
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"ccnley@gmail.com" <ccnley@gmail.com>

From: "ccnley@gmail.com" <ccnley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:53:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Croline Conley ccnley@gmail.com CA US
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"ms.imanibrathwaite@gmail.com" <ms.imanibrathwaite@gmail.com>

From: "ms.imanibrathwaite@gmail.com"
<ms.imanibrathwaite@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:53:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, imani brathwaite
ms.imanibrathwaite@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sdaenzer53@gmail.com" <sdaenzer53@gmail.com>

From: "sdaenzer53@gmail.com" <sdaenzer53@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:53:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Daenzer sdaenzer53@gmail.com US
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"beotch419@comcast.net" <beotch419@comcast.net>

From: "beotch419@comcast.net" <beotch419@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:52:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Whitman beotch419@comcast.net
US
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"maureen.michaels@comcast.net" <maureen.michaels@comcast.net>

From: "maureen.michaels@comcast.net"
<maureen.michaels@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:53:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Michaels
maureen.michaels@comcast.net US
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"future_worlds@live.com" <future_worlds@live.com>

From: "future_worlds@live.com" <future_worlds@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:52:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Llew Taylor future_worlds@live.com US
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"gypsygirl5330@att.net" <gypsygirl5330@att.net>

From: "gypsygirl5330@att.net" <gypsygirl5330@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:52:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, michele banks gypsygirl5330@att.net US
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"aprilnygaard13@gmail.com" <aprilnygaard13@gmail.com>

From: "aprilnygaard13@gmail.com" <aprilnygaard13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:51:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, April Nygaard aprilnygaard13@gmail.com
MN US
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"tpanitz@meganet.net" <tpanitz@meganet.net>

From: "tpanitz@meganet.net" <tpanitz@meganet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Panitz tpanitz@meganet.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jenniferdiannerussell@gmail.com" <jenniferdiannerussell@gmail.com>

From: "jenniferdiannerussell@gmail.com"
<jenniferdiannerussell@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Russell
jenniferdiannerussell@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"purple.ice.diva7@gmail.com" <purple.ice.diva7@gmail.com>

From: "purple.ice.diva7@gmail.com" <purple.ice.diva7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:50:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shannon Waters
purple.ice.diva7@gmail.com US
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"porchy42@gmail.com" <porchy42@gmail.com>

From: "porchy42@gmail.com" <porchy42@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:51:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Delores Meers porchy42@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"liliabeutel@gmail.com" <liliabeutel@gmail.com>

From: "liliabeutel@gmail.com" <liliabeutel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:50:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lilia Beutel liliabeutel@gmail.com US
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"tboli@roadrunner.com" <tboli@roadrunner.com>

From: "tboli@roadrunner.com" <tboli@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:50:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Travis Bolinger tboli@roadrunner.com US
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"hallcg@earthlink.net" <hallcg@earthlink.net>

From: "hallcg@earthlink.net" <hallcg@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:50:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Craig Hall hallcg@earthlink.net SC US
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"degac1984@hotmail.com" <degac1984@hotmail.com>

From: "degac1984@hotmail.com" <degac1984@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:49:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debora Carrizo degac1984@hotmail.com US
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"tboli@adelphia.net" <tboli@adelphia.net>

From: "tboli@adelphia.net" <tboli@adelphia.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:49:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Travis Bolinger tboli@adelphia.net US
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"jerseygrandmajane@gmail.com" <jerseygrandmajane@gmail.com>

From: "jerseygrandmajane@gmail.com"
<jerseygrandmajane@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:48:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Pezzino
jerseygrandmajane@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mydirection13@gmail.com" <mydirection13@gmail.com>

From: "mydirection13@gmail.com" <mydirection13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:48:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, M M mydirection13@gmail.com US
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"sarah@damework.com" <sarah@damework.com>

From: "sarah@damework.com" <sarah@damework.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:48:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Hale sarah@damework.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"circledfoods@qwestoffice.net" <circledfoods@qwestoffice.net>

From: "circledfoods@qwestoffice.net" <circledfoods@qwestoffice.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:47:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Hart circledfoods@qwestoffice.net US
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Do not cater to wealthy, short sighted, self-indulgent hunters!

"mabdlb@hotmail.com" <mabdlb@hotmail.com>

From: "mabdlb@hotmail.com" <mabdlb@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:46:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Do not cater to wealthy, short sighted, self-indulgent hunters!

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Baynard mabdlb@hotmail.com US
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"dr24ot@verizon.net" <dr24ot@verizon.net>

From: "dr24ot@verizon.net" <dr24ot@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:46:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrice Rosato dr24ot@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"coachdbeal@gmail.com" <coachdbeal@gmail.com>

From: "coachdbeal@gmail.com" <coachdbeal@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:02:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Beal coachdbeal@gmail.com US
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"amp206@hotmail.com" <amp206@hotmail.com>

From: "amp206@hotmail.com" <amp206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:01:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, A Puza amp206@hotmail.com PA US
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"wendygonzales@me.com" <wendygonzales@me.com>

From: "wendygonzales@me.com" <wendygonzales@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:01:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Gonzales wendygonzales@me.com
US
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"shalyn.sharkey@gmail.com" <shalyn.sharkey@gmail.com>

From: "shalyn.sharkey@gmail.com" <shalyn.sharkey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:01:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn sharkey shalyn.sharkey@gmail.com US
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"brunettebohemian@gmail.com" <brunettebohemian@gmail.com>

From: "brunettebohemian@gmail.com" <brunettebohemian@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:01:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tami Strong brunettebohemian@gmail.com
US
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"paterina@frontiernet.net" <paterina@frontiernet.net>

From: "paterina@frontiernet.net" <paterina@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:00:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pat Foster paterina@frontiernet.net US
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"jwilber415@gmail.com" <jwilber415@gmail.com>

From: "jwilber415@gmail.com" <jwilber415@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Wilber jwilber415@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"schylar_@hotmail.com" <schylar_@hotmail.com>

From: "schylar_@hotmail.com" <schylar_@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Schylar Breitenstein schylar_@hotmail.com
US
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"pemerson@mac.com" <pemerson@mac.com>

From: "pemerson@mac.com" <pemerson@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Emerson pemerson@mac.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nclemon@mindspring.com" <nclemon@mindspring.com>

From: "nclemon@mindspring.com" <nclemon@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:00:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margie Huggins nclemon@mindspring.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wormster@woh.rr.com" <wormster@woh.rr.com>

From: "wormster@woh.rr.com" <wormster@woh.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patty Ridenour wormster@woh.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"seengle@tds.net" <seengle@tds.net>

From: "seengle@tds.net" <seengle@tds.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Engle seengle@tds.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmcmahon@iwu.edu" <cmcmahon@iwu.edu>

From: "cmcmahon@iwu.edu" <cmcmahon@iwu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:00:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caroline Mcmahon cmcmahon@iwu.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bon.saunders@gmail.com" <bon.saunders@gmail.com>

From: "bon.saunders@gmail.com" <bon.saunders@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:00:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Saunders bon.saunders@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"labrpal@charter.net" <labrpal@charter.net>

From: "labrpal@charter.net" <labrpal@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:00:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bridget Palecek labrpal@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kristen.diaz@cox.net" <kristen.diaz@cox.net>

From: "kristen.diaz@cox.net" <kristen.diaz@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:00:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristen Diaz kristen.diaz@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"k.bastetcat@icloud.com" <k.bastetcat@icloud.com>

From: "k.bastetcat@icloud.com" <k.bastetcat@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kayla C k.bastetcat@icloud.com US
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"kimmer760@gmail.com" <kimmer760@gmail.com>

From: "kimmer760@gmail.com" <kimmer760@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:00:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Hurtt kimmer760@gmail.com US
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"derugeley@gmail.com" <derugeley@gmail.com>

From: "derugeley@gmail.com" <derugeley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Ivy derugeley@gmail.com US
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"dhartman917@bellsouth.net" <dhartman917@bellsouth.net>

From: "dhartman917@bellsouth.net" <dhartman917@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianna Hartman dhartman917@bellsouth.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"evestar50@hotmail.com" <evestar50@hotmail.com>

From: "evestar50@hotmail.com" <evestar50@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marvee Mink evestar50@hotmail.com US
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"2spirits1952@gmail.com" <2spirits1952@gmail.com>

From: "2spirits1952@gmail.com" <2spirits1952@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bobbi Anderson 2spirits1952@gmail.com US
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"r.sedani@comcast.net" <r.sedani@comcast.net>

From: "r.sedani@comcast.net" <r.sedani@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Sedani r.sedani@comcast.net US
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"cu4tea@hotmail.com" <cu4tea@hotmail.com>

From: "cu4tea@hotmail.com" <cu4tea@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teri Teed cu4tea@hotmail.com US
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"plsullivan1@hotmail.com" <plsullivan1@hotmail.com>

From: "plsullivan1@hotmail.com" <plsullivan1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:58:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patty Sullivan plsullivan1@hotmail.com US
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"shannen_@live.com.au" <shannen_@live.com.au>

From: "shannen_@live.com.au" <shannen_@live.com.au>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shannen Abayasekara
shannen_@live.com.au US
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"keith_dalessandro@outlook.com" <keith_dalessandro@outlook.com>

From: "keith_dalessandro@outlook.com"
<keith_dalessandro@outlook.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:59:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keith D'Alessandro
keith_dalessandro@outlook.com MI US
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"jeff@morrisanddean.com" <jeff@morrisanddean.com>

From: "jeff@morrisanddean.com" <jeff@morrisanddean.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:58:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Dean jeff@morrisanddean.com US
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"kaplan.davidp@gmail.com" <kaplan.davidp@gmail.com>

From: "kaplan.davidp@gmail.com" <kaplan.davidp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:58:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Kaplan kaplan.davidp@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"scotkurth@gmail.com" <scotkurth@gmail.com>

From: "scotkurth@gmail.com" <scotkurth@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:58:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scot Kurth scotkurth@gmail.com FL US
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"krickels89@gmail.com" <krickels89@gmail.com>

From: "krickels89@gmail.com" <krickels89@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:58:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Rickels krickels89@gmail.com US
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"kramacher@germanmart.com" <kramacher@germanmart.com>

From: "kramacher@germanmart.com" <kramacher@germanmart.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:57:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Ramacher
kramacher@germanmart.com US
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Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com

"Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com" <Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com>

From: "Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com" <Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:58:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianna Gilmore
Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com WA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"trixiechick71@hotmail.com" <trixiechick71@hotmail.com>

From: "trixiechick71@hotmail.com" <trixiechick71@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:57:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacy Winkler trixiechick71@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nkbertsch@gmail.com" <nkbertsch@gmail.com>

From: "nkbertsch@gmail.com" <nkbertsch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:58:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Bertsch nkbertsch@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cheedong69@gmail.com" <cheedong69@gmail.com>

From: "cheedong69@gmail.com" <cheedong69@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:58:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Choi cheedong69@gmail.com NV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pac53ms@gmail.com" <pac53ms@gmail.com>

From: "pac53ms@gmail.com" <pac53ms@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:57:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patti Chausse pac53ms@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mtriggs12@att.net" <mtriggs12@att.net>

From: "mtriggs12@att.net" <mtriggs12@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:57:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Triggs mtriggs12@att.net US
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"river@centurylink.net" <river@centurylink.net>

From: "river@centurylink.net" <river@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:57:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annie McMahon river@centurylink.net AZ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"callie_ccc23@hotmail.com" <callie_ccc23@hotmail.com>

From: "callie_ccc23@hotmail.com" <callie_ccc23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:57:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Callie Gall callie_ccc23@hotmail.com US
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"bjgreenberg@coastside.net" <bjgreenberg@coastside.net>

From: "bjgreenberg@coastside.net" <bjgreenberg@coastside.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Greenberg
bjgreenberg@coastside.net CA US
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"lkcoffey@verizon.net" <lkcoffey@verizon.net>

From: "lkcoffey@verizon.net" <lkcoffey@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lisa dunphy lkcoffey@verizon.net MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kristinasattler@hotmail.com" <kristinasattler@hotmail.com>

From: "kristinasattler@hotmail.com" <kristinasattler@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristina Wunder kristinasattler@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"garfield_atm@hotmail.com" <garfield_atm@hotmail.com>

From: "garfield_atm@hotmail.com" <garfield_atm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana Molina garfield_atm@hotmail.com TX
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"crystallstewart04@gmail.com" <crystallstewart04@gmail.com>

From: "crystallstewart04@gmail.com" <crystallstewart04@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:57:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Crystal Stewart crystallstewart04@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kennedyriggs@comcast.net" <kennedyriggs@comcast.net>

From: "kennedyriggs@comcast.net" <kennedyriggs@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Kennedy riggs
kennedyriggs@comcast.net US
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"lanekinkead@hotmail.com" <lanekinkead@hotmail.com>

From: "lanekinkead@hotmail.com" <lanekinkead@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lane Kinkead lanekinkead@hotmail.com TN
US
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"camille@camilleloew.com" <camille@camilleloew.com>

From: "camille@camilleloew.com" <camille@camilleloew.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Camille Loew camille@camilleloew.com US
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"jalong1914@gmail.com" <jalong1914@gmail.com>

From: "jalong1914@gmail.com" <jalong1914@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:55:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Long jalong1914@gmail.com US
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"churchmc1087@bellsouth.net" <churchmc1087@bellsouth.net>

From: "churchmc1087@bellsouth.net" <churchmc1087@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Church churchmc1087@bellsouth.net
US
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"wwalker377@gmail.com" <wwalker377@gmail.com>

From: "wwalker377@gmail.com" <wwalker377@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Walker wwalker377@gmail.com US
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"missseagal452@gmail.com" <missseagal452@gmail.com>

From: "missseagal452@gmail.com" <missseagal452@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Meyers missseagal452@gmail.com
US
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"talger@stny.rr.com" <talger@stny.rr.com>

From: "talger@stny.rr.com" <talger@stny.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:55:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terri Alger talger@stny.rr.com US
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"jjbartow@optimum.net" <jjbartow@optimum.net>

From: "jjbartow@optimum.net" <jjbartow@optimum.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Bartow jjbartow@optimum.net US
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"cheonc01@hotmail.com" <cheonc01@hotmail.com>

From: "cheonc01@hotmail.com" <cheonc01@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:55:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, leon cheong cheonc01@hotmail.com US
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"gjohns4@cox.net" <gjohns4@cox.net>

From: "gjohns4@cox.net" <gjohns4@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:55:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gay Ann Johns gjohns4@cox.net NV US
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"dyoung002@nycap.rr.com" <dyoung002@nycap.rr.com>

From: "dyoung002@nycap.rr.com" <dyoung002@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:55:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Young dyoung002@nycap.rr.com US
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"jpspencer@gmail.com" <jpspencer@gmail.com>

From: "jpspencer@gmail.com" <jpspencer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:55:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeremy Spencer jpspencer@gmail.com CA
US
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"forannashin@gmail.com" <forannashin@gmail.com>

From: "forannashin@gmail.com" <forannashin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:55:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Shin forannashin@gmail.com US
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"joansdogs@charter.net" <joansdogs@charter.net>

From: "joansdogs@charter.net" <joansdogs@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:54:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Roberts joansdogs@charter.net US
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"alexramirezw@me.com" <alexramirezw@me.com>

From: "alexramirezw@me.com" <alexramirezw@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:54:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, ALEX RAMIREZ alexramirezw@me.com US
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"hippen08@gmail.com" <hippen08@gmail.com>

From: "hippen08@gmail.com" <hippen08@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:54:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Mills hippen08@gmail.com US
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"janine.vinton@mail.com" <janine.vinton@mail.com>

From: "janine.vinton@mail.com" <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:54:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janine Vinton janine.vinton@mail.com NY
US
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"email@barbarapitetti.com" <email@barbarapitetti.com>

From: "email@barbarapitetti.com" <email@barbarapitetti.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:54:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Pitetti email@barbarapitetti.com US
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"kriskakity@new.rr.com" <kriskakity@new.rr.com>

From: "kriskakity@new.rr.com" <kriskakity@new.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:54:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Morris kriskakity@new.rr.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"terric@pcom.edu" <terric@pcom.edu>

From: "terric@pcom.edu" <terric@pcom.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:53:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terri Curry terric@pcom.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jitterbugranch@gmail.com" <jitterbugranch@gmail.com>

From: "jitterbugranch@gmail.com" <jitterbugranch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Robson jitterbugranch@gmail.com
US
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"dianavangillis@hotmail.com" <dianavangillis@hotmail.com>

From: "dianavangillis@hotmail.com" <dianavangillis@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:53:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Gillis dianavangillis@hotmail.com US
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"sassoallison@gmail.com" <sassoallison@gmail.com>

From: "sassoallison@gmail.com" <sassoallison@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:53:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allison Sasso sassoallison@gmail.com US
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"sfroberts2214@gmail.com" <sfroberts2214@gmail.com>

From: "sfroberts2214@gmail.com" <sfroberts2214@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:53:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheila Roberts sfroberts2214@gmail.com US
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"rdillsgram@gmail.com" <rdillsgram@gmail.com>

From: "rdillsgram@gmail.com" <rdillsgram@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:53:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Courter rdillsgram@gmail.com US
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"1marsew@gmail.com" <1marsew@gmail.com>

From: "1marsew@gmail.com" <1marsew@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcia Sewelson 1marsew@gmail.com US
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"ewirtz527@gmail.com" <ewirtz527@gmail.com>

From: "ewirtz527@gmail.com" <ewirtz527@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:53:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Wirtz ewirtz527@gmail.com IL US
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"malhotrasandra@gmail.com" <malhotrasandra@gmail.com>

From: "malhotrasandra@gmail.com" <malhotrasandra@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Malhotra malhotrasandra@gmail.com
US
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"wirwagen2000@hotmail.com" <wirwagen2000@hotmail.com>

From: "wirwagen2000@hotmail.com" <wirwagen2000@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J F wirwagen2000@hotmail.com US
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"wyeth1@gmail.com" <wyeth1@gmail.com>

From: "wyeth1@gmail.com" <wyeth1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:53:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wyeth Hunnable wyeth1@gmail.com US
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"kvgrish@gmail.com" <kvgrish@gmail.com>

From: "kvgrish@gmail.com" <kvgrish@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kat Grisham kvgrish@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nepr918@gmail.com" <nepr918@gmail.com>

From: "nepr918@gmail.com" <nepr918@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Robinson nepr918@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"juliembono@gmail.com" <juliembono@gmail.com>

From: "juliembono@gmail.com" <juliembono@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Bono juliembono@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fporton@illinois.edu" <fporton@illinois.edu>

From: "fporton@illinois.edu" <fporton@illinois.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fraeda Porton fporton@illinois.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alanlong2020@gmail.com" <alanlong2020@gmail.com>

From: "alanlong2020@gmail.com" <alanlong2020@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alan Long alanlong2020@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathleen_espmr@comcast.net" <kathleen_espmr@comcast.net>

From: "kathleen_espmr@comcast.net" <kathleen_espmr@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Espamer
kathleen_espmr@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ninabohn@comcast.net" <ninabohn@comcast.net>

From: "ninabohn@comcast.net" <ninabohn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nina Bohn ninabohn@comcast.net US
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"mathfam@actionnet.net" <mathfam@actionnet.net>

From: "mathfam@actionnet.net" <mathfam@actionnet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beth Mathewson mathfam@actionnet.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"reallyruby@gmail.com" <reallyruby@gmail.com>

From: "reallyruby@gmail.com" <reallyruby@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruby Todd reallyruby@gmail.com US
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"mamoo2step@verizon.net" <mamoo2step@verizon.net>

From: "mamoo2step@verizon.net" <mamoo2step@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alice Lepage mamoo2step@verizon.net US
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"glykes@comptonfilms.com" <glykes@comptonfilms.com>

From: "glykes@comptonfilms.com" <glykes@comptonfilms.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Camilla Comanich
glykes@comptonfilms.com CA US
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"pattysells@bellsouth.net" <pattysells@bellsouth.net>

From: "pattysells@bellsouth.net" <pattysells@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patty Sehringer pattysells@bellsouth.net US
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"sserbun@gmail.com" <sserbun@gmail.com>

From: "sserbun@gmail.com" <sserbun@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Serbun sserbun@gmail.com US
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"deeantolik@gmail.com" <deeantolik@gmail.com>

From: "deeantolik@gmail.com" <deeantolik@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dee Antolik deeantolik@gmail.com US
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"dianamals@icloud.com" <dianamals@icloud.com>

From: "dianamals@icloud.com" <dianamals@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Shreves dianamals@icloud.com US
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"javmn@hotmail.com" <javmn@hotmail.com>

From: "javmn@hotmail.com" <javmn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JANIS MULLEN javmn@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"conper@built4sand.com" <conper@built4sand.com>

From: "conper@built4sand.com" <conper@built4sand.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Perala conper@built4sand.com US
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"patrickquinn@hotmail.com" <patrickquinn@hotmail.com>

From: "patrickquinn@hotmail.com" <patrickquinn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrick Quinn patrickquinn@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"geniejoy81@hotmail.com" <geniejoy81@hotmail.com>

From: "geniejoy81@hotmail.com" <geniejoy81@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eugenie Von Poppe
geniejoy81@hotmail.com US
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"d.pini@live.com" <d.pini@live.com>

From: "d.pini@live.com" <d.pini@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dennis Pini d.pini@live.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"l.t.neely@gmail.com" <l.t.neely@gmail.com>

From: "l.t.neely@gmail.com" <l.t.neely@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Le Neely l.t.neely@gmail.com US
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"bluebird@clarityconnect.com" <bluebird@clarityconnect.com>

From: "bluebird@clarityconnect.com" <bluebird@clarityconnect.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, rich donato bluebird@clarityconnect.com NY
US
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"mhodsoll@verizon.net" <mhodsoll@verizon.net>

From: "mhodsoll@verizon.net" <mhodsoll@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mimi Hodsoll mhodsoll@verizon.net US
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"kateohm@outlook.com" <kateohm@outlook.com>

From: "kateohm@outlook.com" <kateohm@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Strohm kateohm@outlook.com US
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"janelooby55@gmail.com" <janelooby55@gmail.com>

From: "janelooby55@gmail.com" <janelooby55@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Luby janelooby55@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hdrake@nyc.rr.com" <hdrake@nyc.rr.com>

From: "hdrake@nyc.rr.com" <hdrake@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doryand Drake hdrake@nyc.rr.com US
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"jduca@themichaelsorg.com" <jduca@themichaelsorg.com>

From: "jduca@themichaelsorg.com" <jduca@themichaelsorg.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julieann Duca jduca@themichaelsorg.com
US
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"kenmyers105@comcast.net" <kenmyers105@comcast.net>

From: "kenmyers105@comcast.net" <kenmyers105@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:51:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ken Myers kenmyers105@comcast.net US
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"cawilliams66@hotmail.com" <cawilliams66@hotmail.com>

From: "cawilliams66@hotmail.com" <cawilliams66@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Williams cawilliams66@hotmail.com
US
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"bonellia@icloud.com" <bonellia@icloud.com>

From: "bonellia@icloud.com" <bonellia@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alda Bonelli bonellia@icloud.com US
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"beadsrule@gmail.com" <beadsrule@gmail.com>

From: "beadsrule@gmail.com" <beadsrule@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Caan beadsrule@gmail.com WI US
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"truchef@gmail.com" <truchef@gmail.com>

From: "truchef@gmail.com" <truchef@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:49:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Truman Jones truchef@gmail.com US
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"nagender.kaushik@gmail.com" <nagender.kaushik@gmail.com>

From: "nagender.kaushik@gmail.com" <nagender.kaushik@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:49:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nagender Kaushik
nagender.kaushik@gmail.com US
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"xandic@hotmail.com" <xandic@hotmail.com>

From: "xandic@hotmail.com" <xandic@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Xandra Carter xandic@hotmail.com US
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"dkspring23@gmail.com" <dkspring23@gmail.com>

From: "dkspring23@gmail.com" <dkspring23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Douglas Spring dkspring23@gmail.com US
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"aliroberts84@gmail.com" <aliroberts84@gmail.com>

From: "aliroberts84@gmail.com" <aliroberts84@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:49:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ali Gomez aliroberts84@gmail.com US
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"lkcathey61@gmail.com" <lkcathey61@gmail.com>

From: "lkcathey61@gmail.com" <lkcathey61@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:49:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Cathey lkcathey61@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"darlarecht@gmail.com" <darlarecht@gmail.com>

From: "darlarecht@gmail.com" <darlarecht@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:48:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darla Recht darlarecht@gmail.com US
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"steve@financespecialistsllc.net" <steve@financespecialistsllc.net>

From: "steve@financespecialistsllc.net"
<steve@financespecialistsllc.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:49:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Cornette
steve@financespecialistsllc.net US
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"the_haaks@hotmail.com" <the_haaks@hotmail.com>

From: "the_haaks@hotmail.com" <the_haaks@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:49:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Josephine Rodriguez-Haak
the_haaks@hotmail.com US
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"attyanddooley@comcast.net" <attyanddooley@comcast.net>

From: "attyanddooley@comcast.net" <attyanddooley@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:48:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann-Marie Poopor
attyanddooley@comcast.net US
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"elise.dedoncker@att.net" <elise.dedoncker@att.net>

From: "elise.dedoncker@att.net" <elise.dedoncker@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:48:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elise De Doncker elise.dedoncker@att.net
US
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"dnapier5@tampabay.rr.com" <dnapier5@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "dnapier5@tampabay.rr.com" <dnapier5@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Napier dnapier5@tampabay.rr.com US
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"severine.perrudin@hotmail.com" <severine.perrudin@hotmail.com>

From: "severine.perrudin@hotmail.com"
<severine.perrudin@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:48:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Severine Perrudin
severine.perrudin@hotmail.com US
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"10christa@gmail.com" <10christa@gmail.com>

From: "10christa@gmail.com" <10christa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, christina vangyia 10christa@gmail.com US
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"tpetters88@gmail.com" <tpetters88@gmail.com>

From: "tpetters88@gmail.com" <tpetters88@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tara George tpetters88@gmail.com US
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"tom1701z@gmail.com" <tom1701z@gmail.com>

From: "tom1701z@gmail.com" <tom1701z@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Zanoni tom1701z@gmail.com US
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"danjglitz@gmail.com" <danjglitz@gmail.com>

From: "danjglitz@gmail.com" <danjglitz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Stiglitz danjglitz@gmail.com US
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"brendapumphrey@gmail.com" <brendapumphrey@gmail.com>

From: "brendapumphrey@gmail.com" <brendapumphrey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Pumphrey
brendapumphrey@gmail.com US
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"loispcola@gmail.com" <loispcola@gmail.com>

From: "loispcola@gmail.com" <loispcola@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:48:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lois Silberstein loispcola@gmail.com US
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"staleyagate@peoplepc.com" <staleyagate@peoplepc.com>

From: "staleyagate@peoplepc.com" <staleyagate@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Too bad these animals can't hunt us instead! Who are the real animals anyway? I am
responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in
the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheri Staley staleyagate@peoplepc.com US
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"melissavanwijk@gmail.com" <melissavanwijk@gmail.com>

From: "melissavanwijk@gmail.com" <melissavanwijk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:48:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa van Wijk melissavanwijk@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gracepethel@hotmail.com" <gracepethel@hotmail.com>

From: "gracepethel@hotmail.com" <gracepethel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, grace pethel gracepethel@hotmail.com US
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"sdwyers@hotmail.com" <sdwyers@hotmail.com>

From: "sdwyers@hotmail.com" <sdwyers@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Spring Dwyer sdwyers@hotmail.com US
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"willow1971@gmail.com" <willow1971@gmail.com>

From: "willow1971@gmail.com" <willow1971@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Moody willow1971@gmail.com NC
US
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"oldhorsestuff@tds.net" <oldhorsestuff@tds.net>

From: "oldhorsestuff@tds.net" <oldhorsestuff@tds.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fredricka Olson oldhorsestuff@tds.net US
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"mapleleafkaren@gmail.com" <mapleleafkaren@gmail.com>

From: "mapleleafkaren@gmail.com" <mapleleafkaren@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, KJ Ortiz mapleleafkaren@gmail.com NM US
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"wllvogt@gmail.com" <wllvogt@gmail.com>

From: "wllvogt@gmail.com" <wllvogt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, warren vogt wllvogt@gmail.com MN US
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"misticato@msn.com" <misticato@msn.com>

From: "misticato@msn.com" <misticato@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Perez misticato@msn.com US
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"jbmiddleton18@gmail.com" <jbmiddleton18@gmail.com>

From: "jbmiddleton18@gmail.com" <jbmiddleton18@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, jessica middleton jbmiddleton18@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"illbrooklynnino1@gmail.com" <illbrooklynnino1@gmail.com>

From: "illbrooklynnino1@gmail.com" <illbrooklynnino1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Omar Ramos illbrooklynnino1@gmail.com
US
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"robertongmaster@gmail.com" <robertongmaster@gmail.com>

From: "robertongmaster@gmail.com" <robertongmaster@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert MacArthur
robertongmaster@gmail.com NC US
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"pesceto@gmail.com" <pesceto@gmail.com>

From: "pesceto@gmail.com" <pesceto@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Graciela Huth pesceto@gmail.com CA US
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"mmelzar@comcast.net" <mmelzar@comcast.net>

From: "mmelzar@comcast.net" <mmelzar@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melinda Melzar mmelzar@comcast.net US
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"dreamer9@gmavt.net" <dreamer9@gmavt.net>

From: "dreamer9@gmavt.net" <dreamer9@gmavt.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Wright dreamer9@gmavt.net US
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"pherlihy@cfa.harvard.edu" <pherlihy@cfa.harvard.edu>

From: "pherlihy@cfa.harvard.edu" <pherlihy@cfa.harvard.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peg Herlihy pherlihy@cfa.harvard.edu US
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"donnakaufmann@comcast.net" <donnakaufmann@comcast.net>

From: "donnakaufmann@comcast.net" <donnakaufmann@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Kaufmann
donnakaufmann@comcast.net US
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"jeremyserwer@gmail.com" <jeremyserwer@gmail.com>

From: "jeremyserwer@gmail.com" <jeremyserwer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeremy citazen Serwer
jeremyserwer@gmail.com US
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"heather@22greystreet.com" <heather@22greystreet.com>

From: "heather@22greystreet.com" <heather@22greystreet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Bates heather@22greystreet.com
CA US
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"gjtruax@gmail.com" <gjtruax@gmail.com>

From: "gjtruax@gmail.com" <gjtruax@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Truax gjtruax@gmail.com CA US
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"kakles13@gmail.com" <kakles13@gmail.com>

From: "kakles13@gmail.com" <kakles13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristin Kalamatas kakles13@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"amiller571@verizon.net" <amiller571@verizon.net>

From: "amiller571@verizon.net" <amiller571@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annete Miller amiller571@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mqsullivan@gmail.com" <mqsullivan@gmail.com>

From: "mqsullivan@gmail.com" <mqsullivan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Sullivan mqsullivan@gmail.com MD
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wildwoodflower@hotmail.com" <wildwoodflower@hotmail.com>

From: "wildwoodflower@hotmail.com" <wildwoodflower@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Preofessor Donna Hirt
wildwoodflower@hotmail.com US
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"learnmore1@att.net" <learnmore1@att.net>

From: "learnmore1@att.net" <learnmore1@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Crum learnmore1@att.net CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"granniesue01@gmail.com" <granniesue01@gmail.com>

From: "granniesue01@gmail.com" <granniesue01@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Otani granniesue01@gmail.com US
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"marlasalisbury@hotmail.com" <marlasalisbury@hotmail.com>

From: "marlasalisbury@hotmail.com" <marlasalisbury@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marla Salisbury marlasalisbury@hotmail.com
US
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"jhl0419@gmail.com" <jhl0419@gmail.com>

From: "jhl0419@gmail.com" <jhl0419@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:45:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jen Jee jhl0419@gmail.com US
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"earrocha0497@gmail.com" <earrocha0497@gmail.com>

From: "earrocha0497@gmail.com" <earrocha0497@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erica Arrocha earrocha0497@gmail.com US
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"elliedelgaudio@gmail.com" <elliedelgaudio@gmail.com>

From: "elliedelgaudio@gmail.com" <elliedelgaudio@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellie Del Gaudio elliedelgaudio@gmail.com
US
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"brandy_m@comcast.net" <brandy_m@comcast.net>

From: "brandy_m@comcast.net" <brandy_m@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brandy Martinez brandy_m@comcast.net US
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"rainbowbend@olypen.com" <rainbowbend@olypen.com>

From: "rainbowbend@olypen.com" <rainbowbend@olypen.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, marjorie curci rainbowbend@olypen.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gabby1519@gmail.com" <gabby1519@gmail.com>

From: "gabby1519@gmail.com" <gabby1519@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Miller gabby1519@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"arais@bex.net" <arais@bex.net>

From: "arais@bex.net" <arais@bex.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexandra Rais arais@bex.net US
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"bscooter1@optonline.net" <bscooter1@optonline.net>

From: "bscooter1@optonline.net" <bscooter1@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Kohl bscooter1@optonline.net US
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"marievl88@gmail.com" <marievl88@gmail.com>

From: "marievl88@gmail.com" <marievl88@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Vanderlinde marievl88@gmail.com US
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"cmm8769@gmail.com" <cmm8769@gmail.com>

From: "cmm8769@gmail.com" <cmm8769@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen M. cmm8769@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"watson.ashley3@gmail.com" <watson.ashley3@gmail.com>

From: "watson.ashley3@gmail.com" <watson.ashley3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Watson watson.ashley3@gmail.com
US
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"cshafer52@hotmail.com" <cshafer52@hotmail.com>

From: "cshafer52@hotmail.com" <cshafer52@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Shafer cshafer52@hotmail.com US
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"dmnieto@verizon.net" <dmnieto@verizon.net>

From: "dmnieto@verizon.net" <dmnieto@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcy Nieto dmnieto@verizon.net US
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"deniseb.newarkdental@comcast.net"
<deniseb.newarkdental@comcast.net>

From: "deniseb.newarkdental@comcast.net"
<deniseb.newarkdental@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Bivona
deniseb.newarkdental@comcast.net US
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"engoro16@hotmail.com" <engoro16@hotmail.com>

From: "engoro16@hotmail.com" <engoro16@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ben Santos III engoro16@hotmail.com TN
US
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"frjbonac@optonline.net" <frjbonac@optonline.net>

From: "frjbonac@optonline.net" <frjbonac@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, fred jewett frjbonac@optonline.net US
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"smfine21@gmail.com" <smfine21@gmail.com>

From: "smfine21@gmail.com" <smfine21@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Fine smfine21@gmail.com US
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"kathysm0605@hotmail.com" <kathysm0605@hotmail.com>

From: "kathysm0605@hotmail.com" <kathysm0605@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Martinez kathysm0605@hotmail.com
US
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"paladin002@juno.com" <paladin002@juno.com>

From: "paladin002@juno.com" <paladin002@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Szymanski paladin002@juno.com US
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"drush23@gmail.com" <drush23@gmail.com>

From: "drush23@gmail.com" <drush23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:42:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Rush drush23@gmail.com US
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"debra.marcus44@gmail.com" <debra.marcus44@gmail.com>

From: "debra.marcus44@gmail.com" <debra.marcus44@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Marcus debra.marcus44@gmail.com
US
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"barnes.sheryl@gmail.com" <barnes.sheryl@gmail.com>

From: "barnes.sheryl@gmail.com" <barnes.sheryl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheryl Barnes barnes.sheryl@gmail.com US
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"emeraldgreen2pac@gmail.com" <emeraldgreen2pac@gmail.com>

From: "emeraldgreen2pac@gmail.com"
<emeraldgreen2pac@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marissa Madis
emeraldgreen2pac@gmail.com US
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"ncohen464@gmail.com" <ncohen464@gmail.com>

From: "ncohen464@gmail.com" <ncohen464@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Norman Cohen ncohen464@gmail.com US
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"robing55@gmail.com" <robing55@gmail.com>

From: "robing55@gmail.com" <robing55@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:43:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Gregory robing55@gmail.com NY US
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"flm513@comcast.net" <flm513@comcast.net>

From: "flm513@comcast.net" <flm513@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:42:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fae Mansfield flm513@comcast.net US
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"wuzzy9932@gmail.com" <wuzzy9932@gmail.com>

From: "wuzzy9932@gmail.com" <wuzzy9932@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:42:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Warren Stull wuzzy9932@gmail.com US
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"signsnstitch@metrocast.net" <signsnstitch@metrocast.net>

From: "signsnstitch@metrocast.net" <signsnstitch@metrocast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:42:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darlene Johnson signsnstitch@metrocast.net
NH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kirkrhoads@hotmail.com" <kirkrhoads@hotmail.com>

From: "kirkrhoads@hotmail.com" <kirkrhoads@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:42:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kirk Rhoads kirkrhoads@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"msjlandon@gmail.com" <msjlandon@gmail.com>

From: "msjlandon@gmail.com" <msjlandon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jocelyn Landon msjlandon@gmail.com US
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"padilla.deb@gmail.com" <padilla.deb@gmail.com>

From: "padilla.deb@gmail.com" <padilla.deb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:42:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Padilla padilla.deb@gmail.com US
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"derryo@outlook.com" <derryo@outlook.com>

From: "derryo@outlook.com" <derryo@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathi Lombardi derryo@outlook.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"natalie.pearson@att.net" <natalie.pearson@att.net>

From: "natalie.pearson@att.net" <natalie.pearson@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Natalie Pearson natalie.pearson@att.net US
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"dianamals@me.com" <dianamals@me.com>

From: "dianamals@me.com" <dianamals@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Shreves dianamals@me.com US
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"victorkit@earthlink.net" <victorkit@earthlink.net>

From: "victorkit@earthlink.net" <victorkit@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Victor Kit victorkit@earthlink.net US
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"carolejke27@gmail.com" <carolejke27@gmail.com>

From: "carolejke27@gmail.com" <carolejke27@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Ebner carolejke27@gmail.com US
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"merueda@otonline.net" <merueda@otonline.net>

From: "merueda@otonline.net" <merueda@otonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mayra Rueda merueda@otonline.net NY US
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"aelroy@kilroyrealty.com" <aelroy@kilroyrealty.com>

From: "aelroy@kilroyrealty.com" <aelroy@kilroyrealty.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annette Elroy aelroy@kilroyrealty.com US
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"abrumus@earthlink.net" <abrumus@earthlink.net>

From: "abrumus@earthlink.net" <abrumus@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fernando Abruna abrumus@earthlink.net US
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"maryconner153@comcast.net" <maryconner153@comcast.net>

From: "maryconner153@comcast.net" <maryconner153@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Conner maryconner153@comcast.net
NJ US
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"ginamabernathy@gmail.com" <ginamabernathy@gmail.com>

From: "ginamabernathy@gmail.com" <ginamabernathy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gina Abernathy ginamabernathy@gmail.com
US
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"kkcarter24@gmail.com" <kkcarter24@gmail.com>

From: "kkcarter24@gmail.com" <kkcarter24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Carter kkcarter24@gmail.com US
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"batcheldercj@gmail.com" <batcheldercj@gmail.com>

From: "batcheldercj@gmail.com" <batcheldercj@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Batchelder batcheldercj@gmail.com
US
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"lldouglas0@gmail.com" <lldouglas0@gmail.com>

From: "lldouglas0@gmail.com" <lldouglas0@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, L Douglas lldouglas0@gmail.com CA US
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"mfrieda@msn.com" <mfrieda@msn.com>

From: "mfrieda@msn.com" <mfrieda@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Podlas mfrieda@msn.com US
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"judybroughton10@hotmail.com" <judybroughton10@hotmail.com>

From: "judybroughton10@hotmail.com"
<judybroughton10@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Broughton
judybroughton10@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alsanchezfive@hotmail.com" <alsanchezfive@hotmail.com>

From: "alsanchezfive@hotmail.com" <alsanchezfive@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Albert Sanchez alsanchezfive@hotmail.com
US
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"rhenry1008@verizon.net" <rhenry1008@verizon.net>

From: "rhenry1008@verizon.net" <rhenry1008@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Henry rhenry1008@verizon.net US
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"kellyhuysmans@gmail.com" <kellyhuysmans@gmail.com>

From: "kellyhuysmans@gmail.com" <kellyhuysmans@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Huysmans kellyhuysmans@gmail.com
BE
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"greedn111@gmail.com" <greedn111@gmail.com>

From: "greedn111@gmail.com" <greedn111@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Nelson greedn111@gmail.com US
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"jasonedwardmoore@gmail.com" <jasonedwardmoore@gmail.com>

From: "jasonedwardmoore@gmail.com"
<jasonedwardmoore@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Moore jasonedwardmoore@gmail.com
US
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"paulaj14606@frontiernet.net" <paulaj14606@frontiernet.net>

From: "paulaj14606@frontiernet.net" <paulaj14606@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Dailey paulaj14606@frontiernet.net NY
US
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"yatrika@shivaloka.com" <yatrika@shivaloka.com>

From: "yatrika@shivaloka.com" <yatrika@shivaloka.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mariam Shah-Rais yatrika@shivaloka.com
CA US
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"raindance100@gmail.com" <raindance100@gmail.com>

From: "raindance100@gmail.com" <raindance100@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Faye Rye raindance100@gmail.com CA US
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"ceridwen1964@gmail.com" <ceridwen1964@gmail.com>

From: "ceridwen1964@gmail.com" <ceridwen1964@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:39:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Isabelle Zomer ceridwen1964@gmail.com NL
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"merueda@optonline.net" <merueda@optonline.net>

From: "merueda@optonline.net" <merueda@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:40:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mayra Rueda merueda@optonline.net US
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"gek3@hotmail.com" <gek3@hotmail.com>

From: "gek3@hotmail.com" <gek3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:39:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Kletz gek3@hotmail.com US
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"decyak@comcast.net" <decyak@comcast.net>

From: "decyak@comcast.net" <decyak@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:39:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Ondyak decyak@comcast.net CA
US
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"theedwards2752@comcast.net" <theedwards2752@comcast.net>

From: "theedwards2752@comcast.net"
<theedwards2752@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:39:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Edwards
theedwards2752@comcast.net GA US
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"cherryll.allen@btinternet.com" <cherryll.allen@btinternet.com>

From: "cherryll.allen@btinternet.com" <cherryll.allen@btinternet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:39:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cherryll Allen cherryll.allen@btinternet.com
US
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"chrisjasinski9@gmail.com" <chrisjasinski9@gmail.com>

From: "chrisjasinski9@gmail.com" <chrisjasinski9@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:39:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, chris jasinski chrisjasinski9@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debbie@kruegers.org" <debbie@kruegers.org>

From: "debbie@kruegers.org" <debbie@kruegers.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:39:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Krueger debbie@kruegers.org US
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"scgruber@verizon.net" <scgruber@verizon.net>

From: "scgruber@verizon.net" <scgruber@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Gruber scgruber@verizon.net US
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"rossjk11@gmail.com" <rossjk11@gmail.com>

From: "rossjk11@gmail.com" <rossjk11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ross Kugler rossjk11@gmail.com US
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"cjacobs@gavelintl.com" <cjacobs@gavelintl.com>

From: "cjacobs@gavelintl.com" <cjacobs@gavelintl.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Jacobs cjacobs@gavelintl.com US
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"ltlsweetie@gmail.com" <ltlsweetie@gmail.com>

From: "ltlsweetie@gmail.com" <ltlsweetie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelly Bucher ltlsweetie@gmail.com US
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"purplepansyrn@gmail.com" <purplepansyrn@gmail.com>

From: "purplepansyrn@gmail.com" <purplepansyrn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Palmer purplepansyrn@gmail.com US
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"catherine.vantour@cox.net" <catherine.vantour@cox.net>

From: "catherine.vantour@cox.net" <catherine.vantour@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Vantour
catherine.vantour@cox.net US
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"riostc@gmail.com" <riostc@gmail.com>

From: "riostc@gmail.com" <riostc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa McCartney riostc@gmail.com VA US
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"ccsmythe@gmail.com" <ccsmythe@gmail.com>

From: "ccsmythe@gmail.com" <ccsmythe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Smythe ccsmythe@gmail.com US
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"texasroadrunner04@hotmail.com" <texasroadrunner04@hotmail.com>

From: "texasroadrunner04@hotmail.com"
<texasroadrunner04@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Koval
texasroadrunner04@hotmail.com TX US
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"crweekes7@gmail.com" <crweekes7@gmail.com>

From: "crweekes7@gmail.com" <crweekes7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl-ann Weekes crweekes7@gmail.com
US
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"jekidd66@gmail.com" <jekidd66@gmail.com>

From: "jekidd66@gmail.com" <jekidd66@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judi Kidd jekidd66@gmail.com US
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"janiearm@hotmail.com" <janiearm@hotmail.com>

From: "janiearm@hotmail.com" <janiearm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Armstrong janiearm@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fj12rubi@optonline.net" <fj12rubi@optonline.net>

From: "fj12rubi@optonline.net" <fj12rubi@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffrey Rubinstein fj12rubi@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jacorley@optonline.net" <jacorley@optonline.net>

From: "jacorley@optonline.net" <jacorley@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Corley jacorley@optonline.net NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pilar.roadrunner@gmail.com" <pilar.roadrunner@gmail.com>

From: "pilar.roadrunner@gmail.com" <pilar.roadrunner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Gledhill pilar.roadrunner@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"colesibi77@gmail.com" <colesibi77@gmail.com>

From: "colesibi77@gmail.com" <colesibi77@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:38:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angel Rivera colesibi77@gmail.com PR US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"segardnerassociates@gmail.com" <segardnerassociates@gmail.com>

From: "segardnerassociates@gmail.com"
<segardnerassociates@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Gardner
segardnerassociates@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chrismachi@live.com" <chrismachi@live.com>

From: "chrismachi@live.com" <chrismachi@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Machi chrismachi@live.com US
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"schwall.nancy@me.com" <schwall.nancy@me.com>

From: "schwall.nancy@me.com" <schwall.nancy@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Schwall schwall.nancy@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wildlife@iimetro.com.au" <wildlife@iimetro.com.au>

From: "wildlife@iimetro.com.au" <wildlife@iimetro.com.au>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Price wildlife@iimetro.com.au AU
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"courtney@truechange.org" <courtney@truechange.org>

From: "courtney@truechange.org" <courtney@truechange.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Courtney courtney@truechange.org
FL US
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"dubbyfuqua@q.com" <dubbyfuqua@q.com>

From: "dubbyfuqua@q.com" <dubbyfuqua@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:37:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William dubby Fuqua dubbyfuqua@q.com US
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"d_pluto@bellsouth.net" <d_pluto@bellsouth.net>

From: "d_pluto@bellsouth.net" <d_pluto@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:36:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Pluto d_pluto@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sarahnewman6@msn.com" <sarahnewman6@msn.com>

From: "sarahnewman6@msn.com" <sarahnewman6@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Newman sarahnewman6@msn.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"moodyg@optonline.net" <moodyg@optonline.net>

From: "moodyg@optonline.net" <moodyg@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:36:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Genie Moody moodyg@optonline.net US
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"nieves.brianna@gmail.com" <nieves.brianna@gmail.com>

From: "nieves.brianna@gmail.com" <nieves.brianna@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:36:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brianna Nieves nieves.brianna@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suzygutsch@hotmail.com" <suzygutsch@hotmail.com>

From: "suzygutsch@hotmail.com" <suzygutsch@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, suzanne gutsch suzygutsch@hotmail.com
US
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"cackowski1074@comcast.net" <cackowski1074@comcast.net>

From: "cackowski1074@comcast.net" <cackowski1074@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wallace Cackowski
cackowski1074@comcast.net US
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"gregespe@msn.com" <gregespe@msn.com>

From: "gregespe@msn.com" <gregespe@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Greg Espe gregespe@msn.com US
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"pdempste@tampabay.rr.com" <pdempste@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "pdempste@tampabay.rr.com" <pdempste@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pat Dempster pdempste@tampabay.rr.com
US
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"cat13gonzo@gmail.com" <cat13gonzo@gmail.com>

From: "cat13gonzo@gmail.com" <cat13gonzo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terri Moore cat13gonzo@gmail.com US
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"jpiven@earthlink.net" <jpiven@earthlink.net>

From: "jpiven@earthlink.net" <jpiven@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jerry Piven jpiven@earthlink.net US
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"jmpadonovan@charter.net" <jmpadonovan@charter.net>

From: "jmpadonovan@charter.net" <jmpadonovan@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Donovan jmpadonovan@charter.net
US
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"dancestep@netpipe.com" <dancestep@netpipe.com>

From: "dancestep@netpipe.com" <dancestep@netpipe.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, R. Raindance dancestep@netpipe.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"julphelps46@gmail.com" <julphelps46@gmail.com>

From: "julphelps46@gmail.com" <julphelps46@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Phelps julphelps46@gmail.com US
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"fitoparra12@gmail.com" <fitoparra12@gmail.com>

From: "fitoparra12@gmail.com" <fitoparra12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adolfo de la Parra fitoparra12@gmail.com
US
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"jillylovespugs@gmail.com" <jillylovespugs@gmail.com>

From: "jillylovespugs@gmail.com" <jillylovespugs@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Turco jillylovespugs@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bluemoon@pgtc.com" <bluemoon@pgtc.com>

From: "bluemoon@pgtc.com" <bluemoon@pgtc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Thompson bluemoon@pgtc.com US
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"lchinnery78@gmail.com" <lchinnery78@gmail.com>

From: "lchinnery78@gmail.com" <lchinnery78@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynsey Chinnery lchinnery78@gmail.com US
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"jurissah_naive@msn.com" <jurissah_naive@msn.com>

From: "jurissah_naive@msn.com" <jurissah_naive@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jurissah Naive jurissah_naive@msn.com US
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"judithlabadie@hotmail.com" <judithlabadie@hotmail.com>

From: "judithlabadie@hotmail.com" <judithlabadie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:35:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am sending a response to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as
announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). Here's the response: ARE YOU SERIOUS?? I get it. You expect people to be otherwise
occupied.... or not realize that the International Wildlife Conservation Council is code for "let's
promote killing endangered wildlife and allow the poor animals to be butchered and parts
brought to the U.S. that rich people can show off to their friends." And we make money. This
council is a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and it's controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith
Labadie judithlabadie@hotmail.com US
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"psbeall@gmail.com" <psbeall@gmail.com>

From: "psbeall@gmail.com" <psbeall@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Beall psbeall@gmail.com US
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"britka101988@gmail.com" <britka101988@gmail.com>

From: "britka101988@gmail.com" <britka101988@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brittany Erskine britka101988@gmail.com
US
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"pmouyios@gmail.com" <pmouyios@gmail.com>

From: "pmouyios@gmail.com" <pmouyios@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter Mouyios pmouyios@gmail.com US
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"smhackney2@gmail.com" <smhackney2@gmail.com>

From: "smhackney2@gmail.com" <smhackney2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sandra hackney smhackney2@gmail.com US
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"chrissykcalabrese@gmail.com" <chrissykcalabrese@gmail.com>

From: "chrissykcalabrese@gmail.com" <chrissykcalabrese@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine. Calabrese
chrissykcalabrese@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"c-coogan@hotmail.com" <c-coogan@hotmail.com>

From: "c-coogan@hotmail.com" <c-coogan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Coogan c-coogan@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"felipsv1@hotmail.com" <felipsv1@hotmail.com>

From: "felipsv1@hotmail.com" <felipsv1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Felipa Seavey felipsv1@hotmail.com US
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"dizzblnd@att.net" <dizzblnd@att.net>

From: "dizzblnd@att.net" <dizzblnd@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patti Colston dizzblnd@att.net US
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"pyoder220@gmail.com" <pyoder220@gmail.com>

From: "pyoder220@gmail.com" <pyoder220@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:33:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Yoder pyoder220@gmail.com US
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"mystique1721@hotmail.com" <mystique1721@hotmail.com>

From: "mystique1721@hotmail.com" <mystique1721@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Twisha Mukherjee
mystique1721@hotmail.com CA US
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"starseastone@hotmail.com" <starseastone@hotmail.com>

From: "starseastone@hotmail.com" <starseastone@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Star Seastone starseastone@hotmail.com
US
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"ruthbroder@hotmail.com" <ruthbroder@hotmail.com>

From: "ruthbroder@hotmail.com" <ruthbroder@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Broder ruthbroder@hotmail.com PA US
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"bcspeedsalot@hotmail.com" <bcspeedsalot@hotmail.com>

From: "bcspeedsalot@hotmail.com" <bcspeedsalot@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:33:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Douglas Beckman
bcspeedsalot@hotmail.com US
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"me@bryancarlin.com" <me@bryancarlin.com>

From: "me@bryancarlin.com" <me@bryancarlin.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:33:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bryan Carlin me@bryancarlin.com US
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"patricia.wcsvegas@gmail.com" <patricia.wcsvegas@gmail.com>

From: "patricia.wcsvegas@gmail.com" <patricia.wcsvegas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:34:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Morris patricia.wcsvegas@gmail.com
US
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"gwharton65112@gmail.com" <gwharton65112@gmail.com>

From: "gwharton65112@gmail.com" <gwharton65112@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:33:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Miller gwharton65112@gmail.com US
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"lindadubnick@icloud.com" <lindadubnick@icloud.com>

From: "lindadubnick@icloud.com" <lindadubnick@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:33:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Dubnick lindadubnick@icloud.com US
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"charlieo553@gmail.com" <charlieo553@gmail.com>

From: "charlieo553@gmail.com" <charlieo553@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol O'Neill charlieo553@gmail.com US
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"suzannekulasek@gmail.com" <suzannekulasek@gmail.com>

From: "suzannekulasek@gmail.com" <suzannekulasek@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:33:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Kulasek
suzannekulasek@gmail.com US
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"danaburnsdesigns@gmail.com" <danaburnsdesigns@gmail.com>

From: "danaburnsdesigns@gmail.com"
<danaburnsdesigns@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Burns danaburnsdesigns@gmail.com
IN US
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"lisacpht@gmail.com" <lisacpht@gmail.com>

From: "lisacpht@gmail.com" <lisacpht@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Mokarzel lisacpht@gmail.com OR US
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"kneubart@tampabay.rr.com" <kneubart@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "kneubart@tampabay.rr.com" <kneubart@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Neubart kneubart@tampabay.rr.com
US
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"joyavalos@msn.com" <joyavalos@msn.com>

From: "joyavalos@msn.com" <joyavalos@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joy Avalos joyavalos@msn.com US
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"mineausteve@gmail.com" <mineausteve@gmail.com>

From: "mineausteve@gmail.com" <mineausteve@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Mineau mineausteve@gmail.com US
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"jmls9779@gmail.com" <jmls9779@gmail.com>

From: "jmls9779@gmail.com" <jmls9779@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Mills jmls9779@gmail.com FL US
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"boboabarno@msn.com" <boboabarno@msn.com>

From: "boboabarno@msn.com" <boboabarno@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gina Abarno-johnson boboabarno@msn.com
US
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"page.williams@gmail.com" <page.williams@gmail.com>

From: "page.williams@gmail.com" <page.williams@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Page Williams page.williams@gmail.com US
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"donna.habick@Hackensackumcpv.com"
<donna.habick@hackensackumcpv.com>

From: "donna.habick@Hackensackumcpv.com"
<donna.habick@hackensackumcpv.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Habick
donna.habick@Hackensackumcpv.com NJ US
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"ckeenan2@cox.net" <ckeenan2@cox.net>

From: "ckeenan2@cox.net" <ckeenan2@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Keenan ckeenan2@cox.net US
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"nancythelifecoach@gmail.com" <nancythelifecoach@gmail.com>

From: "nancythelifecoach@gmail.com" <nancythelifecoach@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy James nancythelifecoach@gmail.com
PA US
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"mtbltanner@gmail.com" <mtbltanner@gmail.com>

From: "mtbltanner@gmail.com" <mtbltanner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:32:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Tanner mtbltanner@gmail.com US
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"k9chief@hotmail.com" <k9chief@hotmail.com>

From: "k9chief@hotmail.com" <k9chief@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Don Perkins k9chief@hotmail.com US
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"wrenschnancy@hotmail.com" <wrenschnancy@hotmail.com>

From: "wrenschnancy@hotmail.com" <wrenschnancy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Wrensch wrenschnancy@hotmail.com
US
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"cynkarst14@gmail.com" <cynkarst14@gmail.com>

From: "cynkarst14@gmail.com" <cynkarst14@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Karst cynkarst14@gmail.com US
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"d5me16@gmail.com" <d5me16@gmail.com>

From: "d5me16@gmail.com" <d5me16@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Escalet d5me16@gmail.com PA US
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"cnugent@hevanet.com" <cnugent@hevanet.com>

From: "cnugent@hevanet.com" <cnugent@hevanet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Nugent cnugent@hevanet.com US
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"fz.stearney@verizon.net" <fz.stearney@verizon.net>

From: "fz.stearney@verizon.net" <fz.stearney@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, fern stearney fz.stearney@verizon.net NY US
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"cavaliers@comcast.net" <cavaliers@comcast.net>

From: "cavaliers@comcast.net" <cavaliers@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Wakefield cavaliers@comcast.net US
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"ccondon.11@gmail.com" <ccondon.11@gmail.com>

From: "ccondon.11@gmail.com" <ccondon.11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Condon ccondon.11@gmail.com
US
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"junglesofperu@gmail.com" <junglesofperu@gmail.com>

From: "junglesofperu@gmail.com" <junglesofperu@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Chilcote junglesofperu@gmail.com
US
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"hillcountrycarrie@gmail.com" <hillcountrycarrie@gmail.com>

From: "hillcountrycarrie@gmail.com" <hillcountrycarrie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Watson hillcountrycarrie@gmail.com
US
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"arne@arnoldhaber.com" <arne@arnoldhaber.com>

From: "arne@arnoldhaber.com" <arne@arnoldhaber.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arnold Haber arne@arnoldhaber.com TX US
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"misc@vantage-point.com" <misc@vantage-point.com>

From: "misc@vantage-point.com" <misc@vantage-point.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vallarie Enriquez misc@vantage-point.com
US
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"rherring531@gmail.com" <rherring531@gmail.com>

From: "rherring531@gmail.com" <rherring531@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rhonda Herring rherring531@gmail.com IN
US
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"rmrt1942@comcast.net" <rmrt1942@comcast.net>

From: "rmrt1942@comcast.net" <rmrt1942@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, R Timmons rmrt1942@comcast.net US
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"jacobnolan68@gmail.com" <jacobnolan68@gmail.com>

From: "jacobnolan68@gmail.com" <jacobnolan68@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacob Nolan jacobnolan68@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"j.d.gluck@gmail.com" <j.d.gluck@gmail.com>

From: "j.d.gluck@gmail.com" <j.d.gluck@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacki Gluck j.d.gluck@gmail.com NV US
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"jasonbaldock@hotmail.com" <jasonbaldock@hotmail.com>

From: "jasonbaldock@hotmail.com" <jasonbaldock@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Baldock jasonbaldock@hotmail.com
US
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"michelenam@msn.com" <michelenam@msn.com>

From: "michelenam@msn.com" <michelenam@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monica Michelena michelenam@msn.com
US
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"lisatamborello@cox.net" <lisatamborello@cox.net>

From: "lisatamborello@cox.net" <lisatamborello@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lisa tamborello lisatamborello@cox.net US
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"kevin.kitowski@me.com" <kevin.kitowski@me.com>

From: "kevin.kitowski@me.com" <kevin.kitowski@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Kitowski kevin.kitowski@me.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sunburnt@me.com" <sunburnt@me.com>

From: "sunburnt@me.com" <sunburnt@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:30:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Fetterman sunburnt@me.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lisannep@bellsouth.net" <lisannep@bellsouth.net>

From: "lisannep@bellsouth.net" <lisannep@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, L Panter lisannep@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dglane_54@comcast.net" <dglane_54@comcast.net>

From: "dglane_54@comcast.net" <dglane_54@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patty Lane dglane_54@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tocoman2013@gmail.com" <tocoman2013@gmail.com>

From: "tocoman2013@gmail.com" <tocoman2013@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ben Williams tocoman2013@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"adriennenichols5577@comcast.net" <adriennenichols5577@comcast.net>

From: "adriennenichols5577@comcast.net"
<adriennenichols5577@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adrienne Nichols
adriennenichols5577@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carolannbrady@comcast.net" <carolannbrady@comcast.net>

From: "carolannbrady@comcast.net" <carolannbrady@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Ann Brady,R.N.
carolannbrady@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nise10@bellsouth.net" <nise10@bellsouth.net>

From: "nise10@bellsouth.net" <nise10@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Siele nise10@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dmucci2@hvc.rr.com" <dmucci2@hvc.rr.com>

From: "dmucci2@hvc.rr.com" <dmucci2@hvc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Mucci dmucci2@hvc.rr.com US
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"moosecookies85@gmail.com" <moosecookies85@gmail.com>

From: "moosecookies85@gmail.com" <moosecookies85@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Clark moosecookies85@gmail.com
US
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"xiuminni66@gmail.com" <xiuminni66@gmail.com>

From: "xiuminni66@gmail.com" <xiuminni66@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:29:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Xiumin Ni xiuminni66@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vbgarcia@mchsi.com" <vbgarcia@mchsi.com>

From: "vbgarcia@mchsi.com" <vbgarcia@mchsi.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:28:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Virginia Garcia vbgarcia@mchsi.com US
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"canditobin@comcast.net" <canditobin@comcast.net>

From: "canditobin@comcast.net" <canditobin@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:28:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candi Tobin canditobin@comcast.net US
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"critical44@hotmail.com" <critical44@hotmail.com>

From: "critical44@hotmail.com" <critical44@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:28:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Germain Giner critical44@hotmail.com US
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"jennice90245@outlook.com" <jennice90245@outlook.com>

From: "jennice90245@outlook.com" <jennice90245@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:28:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennice Dobroszczyk
jennice90245@outlook.com US
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"barawill@tx.rr.com" <barawill@tx.rr.com>

From: "barawill@tx.rr.com" <barawill@tx.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:28:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Williamson barawill@tx.rr.com US
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"jger419@comcast.net" <jger419@comcast.net>

From: "jger419@comcast.net" <jger419@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:28:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Gerardi jger419@comcast.net US
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"fathousecats@hotmail.com" <fathousecats@hotmail.com>

From: "fathousecats@hotmail.com" <fathousecats@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:28:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Flores fathousecats@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bjsmith@vt.edu" <bjsmith@vt.edu>

From: "bjsmith@vt.edu" <bjsmith@vt.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie J. Smith bjsmith@vt.edu US
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"luzcuevasburbank@gmail.com" <luzcuevasburbank@gmail.com>

From: "luzcuevasburbank@gmail.com" <luzcuevasburbank@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:28:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Luz Cuevas luzcuevasburbank@gmail.com
US
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"taniajsmail@gmail.com" <taniajsmail@gmail.com>

From: "taniajsmail@gmail.com" <taniajsmail@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tania Molsberry taniajsmail@gmail.com US
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"cnh50@att.net" <cnh50@att.net>

From: "cnh50@att.net" <cnh50@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Hendriks cnh50@att.net US
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"lilmacy7@gmail.com" <lilmacy7@gmail.com>

From: "lilmacy7@gmail.com" <lilmacy7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Allen lilmacy7@gmail.com US
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"campo@optonline.net" <campo@optonline.net>

From: "campo@optonline.net" <campo@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, karen campo campo@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eelxidnic@hotmail.com" <eelxidnic@hotmail.com>

From: "eelxidnic@hotmail.com" <eelxidnic@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Kim eelxidnic@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mishacleo@msn.com" <mishacleo@msn.com>

From: "mishacleo@msn.com" <mishacleo@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Hawthorn mishacleo@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rkru@att.net" <rkru@att.net>

From: "rkru@att.net" <rkru@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Krucoff rkru@att.net US
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"jmvanswoll@gmail.com" <jmvanswoll@gmail.com>

From: "jmvanswoll@gmail.com" <jmvanswoll@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Van Swoll jmvanswoll@gmail.com AR
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"valerienest@gmail.com" <valerienest@gmail.com>

From: "valerienest@gmail.com" <valerienest@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Val Nesteruk valerienest@gmail.com US
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"sandavard@gmail.com" <sandavard@gmail.com>

From: "sandavard@gmail.com" <sandavard@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcela Amaya sandavard@gmail.com US
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"jmn4@cornell.edu" <jmn4@cornell.edu>

From: "jmn4@cornell.edu" <jmn4@cornell.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Najemy jmn4@cornell.edu NY US
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"heather.schreck@gmail.com" <heather.schreck@gmail.com>

From: "heather.schreck@gmail.com" <heather.schreck@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:27:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Schreck
heather.schreck@gmail.com US
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"nancy.parks.smith@gmail.com" <nancy.parks.smith@gmail.com>

From: "nancy.parks.smith@gmail.com" <nancy.parks.smith@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Parks-smith
nancy.parks.smith@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joanne.martinez5@gmail.com" <joanne.martinez5@gmail.com>

From: "joanne.martinez5@gmail.com" <joanne.martinez5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Martinez
joanne.martinez5@gmail.com US
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"palmcoaster2@hotmail.com" <palmcoaster2@hotmail.com>

From: "palmcoaster2@hotmail.com" <palmcoaster2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Celia Pugliese palmcoaster2@hotmail.com
US
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"marthabidglobal@gmail.com" <marthabidglobal@gmail.com>

From: "marthabidglobal@gmail.com" <marthabidglobal@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Turobiner
marthabidglobal@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debp824@gmail.com" <debp824@gmail.com>

From: "debp824@gmail.com" <debp824@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Price debp824@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dianeslewis@bellsouth.net" <dianeslewis@bellsouth.net>

From: "dianeslewis@bellsouth.net" <dianeslewis@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Lewis dianeslewis@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"adyparker@att.net" <adyparker@att.net>

From: "adyparker@att.net" <adyparker@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ady Parker adyparker@att.net US
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"bafitzgerald@netzero.net" <bafitzgerald@netzero.net>

From: "bafitzgerald@netzero.net" <bafitzgerald@netzero.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barb Fitzgerald bafitzgerald@netzero.net US
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"murray.e.hills@gmail.com" <murray.e.hills@gmail.com>

From: "murray.e.hills@gmail.com" <murray.e.hills@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Murray Hills murray.e.hills@gmail.com US
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"pevan0001@gmail.com" <pevan0001@gmail.com>

From: "pevan0001@gmail.com" <pevan0001@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Evangelista pevan0001@gmail.com US
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"troutman@sisqtel.net" <troutman@sisqtel.net>

From: "troutman@sisqtel.net" <troutman@sisqtel.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marjorie Troutman troutman@sisqtel.net CA
US
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"chellehays1@gmail.com" <chellehays1@gmail.com>

From: "chellehays1@gmail.com" <chellehays1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Hays chellehays1@gmail.com US
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"Kristen.eimer09@gmail.com" <Kristen.eimer09@gmail.com>

From: "Kristen.eimer09@gmail.com" <Kristen.eimer09@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristen Eimer Kristen.eimer09@gmail.com
US
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"jackmfotos@gmail.com" <jackmfotos@gmail.com>

From: "jackmfotos@gmail.com" <jackmfotos@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jack Morgenstern jackmfotos@gmail.com AZ
US
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"knuth07@verizon.net" <knuth07@verizon.net>

From: "knuth07@verizon.net" <knuth07@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lilly Knuth knuth07@verizon.net NY US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"clm2333@gmail.com" <clm2333@gmail.com>

From: "clm2333@gmail.com" <clm2333@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cyndy Miller clm2333@gmail.com OR US
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"suzanne.richards@ezag.com" <suzanne.richards@ezag.com>

From: "suzanne.richards@ezag.com" <suzanne.richards@ezag.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. The Council can and should make the preservation of
our environment and its inhabitants its top, if not sole, priority. Yesterday, Mr. Trump announced
he was putting his renewed trophy-importation plan on hold while he studied the "conservation
facts." Those "conservation facts" are that, if trophies again may be imported to the US,
elephants (and lions and other big "game") soon will be extinct. Surely the "kill-all-Obama-
actions" fever that seems to grip the White House, the Cabinet, and much of Congress, should
not extend to "kill-all-species." What kind of way is that to govern? What happened to
“Conservatives” conserving the planet on which all of us live? And what will you tell your
grandchildren when they ask why the only living members (assuming there are any left) of these
species are in zoos? Will you be proud of your answer? Really? Sincerely, Suzanne Richards



suzanne.richards@ezag.com US
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"mine2446@hotmail.com" <mine2446@hotmail.com>

From: "mine2446@hotmail.com" <mine2446@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Minerva De La Torriente
mine2446@hotmail.com US
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"kateprendergast84@gmail.com" <kateprendergast84@gmail.com>

From: "kateprendergast84@gmail.com"
<kateprendergast84@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Prendergast
kateprendergast84@gmail.com US
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"barbdamm@hotmail.com" <barbdamm@hotmail.com>

From: "barbdamm@hotmail.com" <barbdamm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Damm barbdamm@hotmail.com US
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"tblogna@att.net" <tblogna@att.net>

From: "tblogna@att.net" <tblogna@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Blogna tblogna@att.net US
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"gordonrabrams@myfairpoint.net" <gordonrabrams@myfairpoint.net>

From: "gordonrabrams@myfairpoint.net"
<gordonrabrams@myfairpoint.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:24:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gordon Abrams
gordonrabrams@myfairpoint.net US
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"jduplisse@cox.net" <jduplisse@cox.net>

From: "jduplisse@cox.net" <jduplisse@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Duplisse jduplisse@cox.net US
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"dnkm91@gmail.com" <dnkm91@gmail.com>

From: "dnkm91@gmail.com" <dnkm91@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:24:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doreen Terletzky dnkm91@gmail.com US
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"lorenabunting@hotmail.com" <lorenabunting@hotmail.com>

From: "lorenabunting@hotmail.com" <lorenabunting@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorena Bunting lorenabunting@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"claudiacanty70@gmail.com" <claudiacanty70@gmail.com>

From: "claudiacanty70@gmail.com" <claudiacanty70@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Canty claudiacanty70@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ken.stein57@gmail.com" <ken.stein57@gmail.com>

From: "ken.stein57@gmail.com" <ken.stein57@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:24:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ken Stein ken.stein57@gmail.com CA US
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"lilmxracer247@gmail.com" <lilmxracer247@gmail.com>

From: "lilmxracer247@gmail.com" <lilmxracer247@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:24:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Justin Sims lilmxracer247@gmail.com US
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"cbyochim@gmail.com" <cbyochim@gmail.com>

From: "cbyochim@gmail.com" <cbyochim@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:24:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Yochim cbyochim@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mrodgers53@comcast.net" <mrodgers53@comcast.net>

From: "mrodgers53@comcast.net" <mrodgers53@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:24:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Rodgers mrodgers53@comcast.net US
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"zcipris@pacific.edu" <zcipris@pacific.edu>

From: "zcipris@pacific.edu" <zcipris@pacific.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:24:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Zeljko Cipris zcipris@pacific.edu US
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"erinobrien@att.net" <erinobrien@att.net>

From: "erinobrien@att.net" <erinobrien@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin O'Brien erinobrien@att.net US
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"lindafausey@comcast.net" <lindafausey@comcast.net>

From: "lindafausey@comcast.net" <lindafausey@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Fausey lindafausey@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"castle.cottage@verizon.net" <castle.cottage@verizon.net>

From: "castle.cottage@verizon.net" <castle.cottage@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sally fisher castle.cottage@verizon.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"argus3@adelphia.net" <argus3@adelphia.net>

From: "argus3@adelphia.net" <argus3@adelphia.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vi Ligenza argus3@adelphia.net US
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"vickiejohn53@msn.com" <vickiejohn53@msn.com>

From: "vickiejohn53@msn.com" <vickiejohn53@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vickie John vickiejohn53@msn.com US
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"hypermegamanxlink@gmail.com" <hypermegamanxlink@gmail.com>

From: "hypermegamanxlink@gmail.com"
<hypermegamanxlink@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:24:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anthony Boyd
hypermegamanxlink@gmail.com US
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"anniesugerplum963@gmail.com" <anniesugerplum963@gmail.com>

From: "anniesugerplum963@gmail.com"
<anniesugerplum963@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Auger
anniesugerplum963@gmail.com US
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"1980maggie@comcast.net" <1980maggie@comcast.net>

From: "1980maggie@comcast.net" <1980maggie@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Harkins 1980maggie@comcast.net
US
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"lizaenglander@hotmail.com" <lizaenglander@hotmail.com>

From: "lizaenglander@hotmail.com" <lizaenglander@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liza Englander lizaenglander@hotmail.com
US
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"tom@artinarts.com" <tom@artinarts.com>

From: "tom@artinarts.com" <tom@artinarts.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Artin tom@artinarts.com US
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"gail@mdsg.umd.edu" <gail@mdsg.umd.edu>

From: "gail@mdsg.umd.edu" <gail@mdsg.umd.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail MacKiernan gail@mdsg.umd.edu US
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"ejennifer1@verizon.net" <ejennifer1@verizon.net>

From: "ejennifer1@verizon.net" <ejennifer1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Esther Csizmadia ejennifer1@verizon.net US
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"nancybusch@hotmail.com" <nancybusch@hotmail.com>

From: "nancybusch@hotmail.com" <nancybusch@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Busch nancybusch@hotmail.com US
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"marshallm411@comcast.net" <marshallm411@comcast.net>

From: "marshallm411@comcast.net" <marshallm411@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Marshall marshallm411@comcast.net
US
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"sshapirodesign@earthlink.net" <sshapirodesign@earthlink.net>

From: "sshapirodesign@earthlink.net" <sshapirodesign@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Shapiro sshapirodesign@earthlink.net
US
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"bushido.hime@gmail.com" <bushido.hime@gmail.com>

From: "bushido.hime@gmail.com" <bushido.hime@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Lawyer bushido.hime@gmail.com
US
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"graemagruder@icloud.com" <graemagruder@icloud.com>

From: "graemagruder@icloud.com" <graemagruder@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:23:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Graeme Magruder
graemagruder@icloud.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"margot.eisenberg@gmail.com" <margot.eisenberg@gmail.com>

From: "margot.eisenberg@gmail.com" <margot.eisenberg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margot Eisenberg
margot.eisenberg@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"joann28277@gmail.com" <joann28277@gmail.com>

From: "joann28277@gmail.com" <joann28277@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joann Ferrulli joann28277@gmail.com NC
US
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"jendim09@gmail.com" <jendim09@gmail.com>

From: "jendim09@gmail.com" <jendim09@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer DiMarco jendim09@gmail.com US
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"seldoot@comcast.net" <seldoot@comcast.net>

From: "seldoot@comcast.net" <seldoot@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, R.J. Elkins seldoot@comcast.net US
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"bschlauch452@earthlink.net" <bschlauch452@earthlink.net>

From: "bschlauch452@earthlink.net" <bschlauch452@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barry Schlauch bschlauch452@earthlink.net
US
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"barbsh@mac.com" <barbsh@mac.com>

From: "barbsh@mac.com" <barbsh@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Speidel barbsh@mac.com US
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"cwallach@gmail.com" <cwallach@gmail.com>

From: "cwallach@gmail.com" <cwallach@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:22:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Wallach cwallach@gmail.com US
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"jamies7@uw.edu" <jamies7@uw.edu>

From: "jamies7@uw.edu" <jamies7@uw.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Sapp jamies7@uw.edu US
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"george.staff@g.austincc.edu" <george.staff@g.austincc.edu>

From: "george.staff@g.austincc.edu" <george.staff@g.austincc.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Staff george.staff@g.austincc.edu TX
US
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"sjp2735@gmail.com" <sjp2735@gmail.com>

From: "sjp2735@gmail.com" <sjp2735@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shirley Plowman sjp2735@gmail.com US
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"furryboys3@roadrunner.com" <furryboys3@roadrunner.com>

From: "furryboys3@roadrunner.com" <furryboys3@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, W G Wallin furryboys3@roadrunner.com US
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"maddie515@atlanticbb.net" <maddie515@atlanticbb.net>

From: "maddie515@atlanticbb.net" <maddie515@atlanticbb.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Caudill maddie515@atlanticbb.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"poorgal@carolina.rr.com" <poorgal@carolina.rr.com>

From: "poorgal@carolina.rr.com" <poorgal@carolina.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Katherine Wilcox
poorgal@carolina.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mezalesak@msn.com" <mezalesak@msn.com>

From: "mezalesak@msn.com" <mezalesak@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margie Zalesak mezalesak@msn.com US
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"leebeeinflorida@gmail.com" <leebeeinflorida@gmail.com>

From: "leebeeinflorida@gmail.com" <leebeeinflorida@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lee Thomas leebeeinflorida@gmail.com US
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lori.nelson22@verizon.net

"lori.nelson22@verizon.net" <lori.nelson22@verizon.net>

From: "lori.nelson22@verizon.net" <lori.nelson22@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:20:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: lori.nelson22@verizon.net

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Nelson lori.nelson22@verizon.net VA US
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"gottadnz@gmail.com" <gottadnz@gmail.com>

From: "gottadnz@gmail.com" <gottadnz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherane Kelley gottadnz@gmail.com US
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"gabeme2002@gmail.com" <gabeme2002@gmail.com>

From: "gabeme2002@gmail.com" <gabeme2002@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:20:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriel Amaro gabeme2002@gmail.com CA
US
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"meksolis1959@gmail.com" <meksolis1959@gmail.com>

From: "meksolis1959@gmail.com" <meksolis1959@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:20:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mek Escobar solis meksolis1959@gmail.com
US
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"bicycleman7@hotmail.com" <bicycleman7@hotmail.com>

From: "bicycleman7@hotmail.com" <bicycleman7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Al Loewy bicycleman7@hotmail.com US
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"jessie.husvar81@gmail.com" <jessie.husvar81@gmail.com>

From: "jessie.husvar81@gmail.com" <jessie.husvar81@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:20:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessie Lucke jessie.husvar81@gmail.com PA
US
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"bayerlharold@bellsouth.net" <bayerlharold@bellsouth.net>

From: "bayerlharold@bellsouth.net" <bayerlharold@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Harold Bayerl bayerlharold@bellsouth.net US
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"bgreggory@earthlink.net" <bgreggory@earthlink.net>

From: "bgreggory@earthlink.net" <bgreggory@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bernadette Greggory
bgreggory@earthlink.net US
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"juliemariejacobs@me.com" <juliemariejacobs@me.com>

From: "juliemariejacobs@me.com" <juliemariejacobs@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Jacobs juliemariejacobs@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fayeschofield@hotmail.com" <fayeschofield@hotmail.com>

From: "fayeschofield@hotmail.com" <fayeschofield@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:20:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Faye Schofield fayeschofield@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"terryhelman@msn.com" <terryhelman@msn.com>

From: "terryhelman@msn.com" <terryhelman@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Helman terryhelman@msn.com US
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"coloniallandsolutions@gmail.com" <coloniallandsolutions@gmail.com>

From: "coloniallandsolutions@gmail.com"
<coloniallandsolutions@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Cicholski
coloniallandsolutions@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kmwilt@gmail.com" <kmwilt@gmail.com>

From: "kmwilt@gmail.com" <kmwilt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
The import of endangered animal trophies is heinous and must end. I am responding to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal
Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope
that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed,
the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened,
endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve
wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing
this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Krista Hoffman kmwilt@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sara.not@gmail.com" <sara.not@gmail.com>

From: "sara.not@gmail.com" <sara.not@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, makana smith sara.not@gmail.com US
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"lengels@me.com" <lengels@me.com>

From: "lengels@me.com" <lengels@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dennis Lengel lengels@me.com US
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"c.nick.brown6@att.net" <c.nick.brown6@att.net>

From: "c.nick.brown6@att.net" <c.nick.brown6@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:20:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cordale Brown c.nick.brown6@att.net IL US
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"cvb116@gmail.com" <cvb116@gmail.com>

From: "cvb116@gmail.com" <cvb116@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Barlow cvb116@gmail.com US
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"weltymccammon@gmail.com" <weltymccammon@gmail.com>

From: "weltymccammon@gmail.com" <weltymccammon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Mccammon
weltymccammon@gmail.com US
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"charchandler71@gmail.com" <charchandler71@gmail.com>

From: "charchandler71@gmail.com" <charchandler71@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charlene Chandler
charchandler71@gmail.com US
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"madelanaclark@gmail.com" <madelanaclark@gmail.com>

From: "madelanaclark@gmail.com" <madelanaclark@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Madelana Clark madelanaclark@gmail.com
NJ US
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"smgillen@gmail.com" <smgillen@gmail.com>

From: "smgillen@gmail.com" <smgillen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle G. smgillen@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pasqualini50lucia@gmail.com" <pasqualini50lucia@gmail.com>

From: "pasqualini50lucia@gmail.com" <pasqualini50lucia@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lucia Pasqualini
pasqualini50lucia@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jcalvo95@hotmail.com" <jcalvo95@hotmail.com>

From: "jcalvo95@hotmail.com" <jcalvo95@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeannette Calvo jcalvo95@hotmail.com US
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"emelia@beltran-associatesrealty.com" <emelia@beltran-
associatesrealty.com>

From: "emelia@beltran-associatesrealty.com" <emelia@beltran-
associatesrealty.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emelia Beltran emelia@beltran-
associatesrealty.com US
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"toniwoni@hotmail.com" <toniwoni@hotmail.com>

From: "toniwoni@hotmail.com" <toniwoni@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Antonia Gary toniwoni@hotmail.com US
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"tmcclain@feelings.com" <tmcclain@feelings.com>

From: "tmcclain@feelings.com" <tmcclain@feelings.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Mcclain tmcclain@feelings.com US
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"juleyharvey@earthlink.net" <juleyharvey@earthlink.net>

From: "juleyharvey@earthlink.net" <juleyharvey@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juley Harvey juleyharvey@earthlink.net US
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"b_erna@hotmail.com" <b_erna@hotmail.com>

From: "b_erna@hotmail.com" <b_erna@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:19:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erna Beerheide b_erna@hotmail.com US
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"gkmcbride@cox.net" <gkmcbride@cox.net>

From: "gkmcbride@cox.net" <gkmcbride@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim McBride gkmcbride@cox.net US
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"jeannettenr@juno.com" <jeannettenr@juno.com>

From: "jeannettenr@juno.com" <jeannettenr@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeannette Radford jeannettenr@juno.com US
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"gdeep333@gmail.com" <gdeep333@gmail.com>

From: "gdeep333@gmail.com" <gdeep333@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabrielle peak gdeep333@gmail.com US
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"jmjp@grumpybear.com" <jmjp@grumpybear.com>

From: "jmjp@grumpybear.com" <jmjp@grumpybear.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Prince jmjp@grumpybear.com US
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"kdjxo357@att.net" <kdjxo357@att.net>

From: "kdjxo357@att.net" <kdjxo357@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, K D Jeffs kdjxo357@att.net US
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"cablake758@gmail.com" <cablake758@gmail.com>

From: "cablake758@gmail.com" <cablake758@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caroline Blake cablake758@gmail.com US
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"mchughesphoto@gmail.com" <mchughesphoto@gmail.com>

From: "mchughesphoto@gmail.com" <mchughesphoto@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Hughes mchughesphoto@gmail.com
US
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"cozza-festa@msn.com" <cozza-festa@msn.com>

From: "cozza-festa@msn.com" <cozza-festa@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurrie Cozza cozza-festa@msn.com US
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"annlbaas@gmail.com" <annlbaas@gmail.com>

From: "annlbaas@gmail.com" <annlbaas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Baas annlbaas@gmail.com US
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"tanya.knappman@gmail.com" <tanya.knappman@gmail.com>

From: "tanya.knappman@gmail.com" <tanya.knappman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tanya Knappman
tanya.knappman@gmail.com US
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"freespirit23@comcast.net" <freespirit23@comcast.net>

From: "freespirit23@comcast.net" <freespirit23@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, CLAUDY ASSALIT freespirit23@comcast.net
US
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"bssans@hotmail.com" <bssans@hotmail.com>

From: "bssans@hotmail.com" <bssans@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Sansbury bssans@hotmail.com US
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"ramblin@cox.net" <ramblin@cox.net>

From: "ramblin@cox.net" <ramblin@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charlene Kerchevall ramblin@cox.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"j.covenant@gmail.com" <j.covenant@gmail.com>

From: "j.covenant@gmail.com" <j.covenant@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James
Grimes j.covenant@gmail.com AL US
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"carolcaurdy@gmail.com" <carolcaurdy@gmail.com>

From: "carolcaurdy@gmail.com" <carolcaurdy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Caurdy carolcaurdy@gmail.com US
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"ccarbone789@gmail.com" <ccarbone789@gmail.com>

From: "ccarbone789@gmail.com" <ccarbone789@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:18:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Carbone ccarbone789@gmail.com
NJ US
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"kd256@optonline.net" <kd256@optonline.net>

From: "kd256@optonline.net" <kd256@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, dawn mulroney kd256@optonline.net US
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"mikkimanyhawks@gmail.com" <mikkimanyhawks@gmail.com>

From: "mikkimanyhawks@gmail.com" <mikkimanyhawks@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mikki Mahoney mikkimanyhawks@gmail.com
US
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"josan.dem@att.net" <josan.dem@att.net>

From: "josan.dem@att.net" <josan.dem@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Josan Feathers, P.E. josan.dem@att.net CA
US
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"cheetahmaya@hotmail.com" <cheetahmaya@hotmail.com>

From: "cheetahmaya@hotmail.com" <cheetahmaya@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maya Rainey cheetahmaya@hotmail.com US
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"lloethen@gmail.com" <lloethen@gmail.com>

From: "lloethen@gmail.com" <lloethen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:16:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Loethen lloethen@gmail.com US
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"nick.foster1@gmail.com" <nick.foster1@gmail.com>

From: "nick.foster1@gmail.com" <nick.foster1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:17:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicholas Foster nick.foster1@gmail.com CA
US
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"victic57@gmail.com" <victic57@gmail.com>

From: "victic57@gmail.com" <victic57@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:16:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, victoria eberwein victic57@gmail.com US
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"susan.duffy@comcast.net" <susan.duffy@comcast.net>

From: "susan.duffy@comcast.net" <susan.duffy@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:16:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Duffy susan.duffy@comcast.net US
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"dinokees@comcast.net" <dinokees@comcast.net>

From: "dinokees@comcast.net" <dinokees@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:16:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steven Adcock dinokees@comcast.net US
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"artideas@cox.net" <artideas@cox.net>

From: "artideas@cox.net" <artideas@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, T Norton artideas@cox.net US
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"texcan@charter.net" <texcan@charter.net>

From: "texcan@charter.net" <texcan@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:16:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryle Holder texcan@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ddavis1953@att.net" <ddavis1953@att.net>

From: "ddavis1953@att.net" <ddavis1953@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donald Davis ddavis1953@att.net US
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"yinyam@cox.net" <yinyam@cox.net>

From: "yinyam@cox.net" <yinyam@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:16:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Lewis yinyam@cox.net US
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"5rupees.kw@gmail.com" <5rupees.kw@gmail.com>

From: "5rupees.kw@gmail.com" <5rupees.kw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Weintraub 5rupees.kw@gmail.com US
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"camillejumelle@gmail.com" <camillejumelle@gmail.com>

From: "camillejumelle@gmail.com" <camillejumelle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:16:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Camille Jumelle camillejumelle@gmail.com
US
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"elizabethn52@msn.com" <elizabethn52@msn.com>

From: "elizabethn52@msn.com" <elizabethn52@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:16:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Nye elizabethn52@msn.com US
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"sunbear6@gmail.com" <sunbear6@gmail.com>

From: "sunbear6@gmail.com" <sunbear6@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Corley sunbear6@gmail.com US
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"unlockingheart@hotmail.com" <unlockingheart@hotmail.com>

From: "unlockingheart@hotmail.com" <unlockingheart@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheila Ganz unlockingheart@hotmail.com
US
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"kirakali1@charter.net" <kirakali1@charter.net>

From: "kirakali1@charter.net" <kirakali1@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Lynch kirakali1@charter.net NH US
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"sallystoll@fuse.net" <sallystoll@fuse.net>

From: "sallystoll@fuse.net" <sallystoll@fuse.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:14:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sally Stoll sallystoll@fuse.net US
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"steffimarie2235@gmail.com" <steffimarie2235@gmail.com>

From: "steffimarie2235@gmail.com" <steffimarie2235@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Rasmussen
steffimarie2235@gmail.com US
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"george.chadderton@att.net" <george.chadderton@att.net>

From: "george.chadderton@att.net" <george.chadderton@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:14:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Chadderton
george.chadderton@att.net US
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"indiansummer5@verizon.net" <indiansummer5@verizon.net>

From: "indiansummer5@verizon.net" <indiansummer5@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Diaz indiansummer5@verizon.net CA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jemmers52@gmail.com" <jemmers52@gmail.com>

From: "jemmers52@gmail.com" <jemmers52@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JOANNE MORGAN jemmers52@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hare-brained@mindspring.com" <hare-brained@mindspring.com>

From: "hare-brained@mindspring.com" <hare-
brained@mindspring.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Bielawski hare-
brained@mindspring.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jcfarris@bellsouth.net" <jcfarris@bellsouth.net>

From: "jcfarris@bellsouth.net" <jcfarris@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes major wholesale modifications before it is brought into
effect. As proposed, the council would only be a heinous tool to promote barbaric, sick trophy
hunting of helpless foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at
the unconscionable expense of highly effective conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
negative, immoral approach, the Department of Interior is making false, sweeping assumptions
that, in some obscure and unbelieveable way, trophy hunting inherently has conservation
benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a Victorian era, abhorant hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does WAY more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should ONLY be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence
vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is
extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. SHAMEFULLY, is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for an
unconscionable 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide
poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t, in any way, support hunting endangered species. In
order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have
to make several changes: • COMPLETELY Revise the council’s outrageous mandate, moving
from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. •
Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have numerous
seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the
council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the uncaring, mercenary
gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for
conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current short-sighted, terrible
directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to
seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for
taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure
this council truly benefits international wildlife conservation aims, and not just hunters and the
gun lobby. Sincerely, Jean Farris jcfarris@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"blg-ggg@comcast.net" <blg-ggg@comcast.net>

From: "blg-ggg@comcast.net" <blg-ggg@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Gorey blg-ggg@comcast.net SC US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eodell1@gmail.com" <eodell1@gmail.com>

From: "eodell1@gmail.com" <eodell1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Evan ODell eodell1@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laquestateofbeing@gmail.com" <laquestateofbeing@gmail.com>

From: "laquestateofbeing@gmail.com" <laquestateofbeing@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:15:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J'Ulene LaQue
laquestateofbeing@gmail.com US
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"jerealhadeff@earthlink.net" <jerealhadeff@earthlink.net>

From: "jerealhadeff@earthlink.net" <jerealhadeff@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:14:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jere Alhadeff jerealhadeff@earthlink.net US
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"booschatz@gmail.com" <booschatz@gmail.com>

From: "booschatz@gmail.com" <booschatz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:14:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Schatz booschatz@gmail.com US
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"dtmucha@verizon.net" <dtmucha@verizon.net>

From: "dtmucha@verizon.net" <dtmucha@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Mucha dtmucha@verizon.net US
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"asusalla@chartermi.net" <asusalla@chartermi.net>

From: "asusalla@chartermi.net" <asusalla@chartermi.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:14:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, AnnMarie Susalla asusalla@chartermi.net
US
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"greyghost919@gmail.com" <greyghost919@gmail.com>

From: "greyghost919@gmail.com" <greyghost919@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:14:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Smith greyghost919@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eugene_perkins@msn.com" <eugene_perkins@msn.com>

From: "eugene_perkins@msn.com" <eugene_perkins@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:14:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eugene Perkins eugene_perkins@msn.com
OR US
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"watson.johnscott@gmail.com" <watson.johnscott@gmail.com>

From: "watson.johnscott@gmail.com" <watson.johnscott@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Watson watson.johnscott@gmail.com
WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wandajaneburlinson@gmail.com" <wandajaneburlinson@gmail.com>

From: "wandajaneburlinson@gmail.com"
<wandajaneburlinson@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wanda Jane Burlinson
wandajaneburlinson@gmail.com US
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"littlepi3@hotmail.com" <littlepi3@hotmail.com>

From: "littlepi3@hotmail.com" <littlepi3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, cheri riznyk littlepi3@hotmail.com US
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"no13dolfan@comcast.net" <no13dolfan@comcast.net>

From: "no13dolfan@comcast.net" <no13dolfan@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stanley Folker no13dolfan@comcast.net US
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"templinl@bluffton.edu" <templinl@bluffton.edu>

From: "templinl@bluffton.edu" <templinl@bluffton.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Templin templinl@bluffton.edu US
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"korgiss@gmail.com" <korgiss@gmail.com>

From: "korgiss@gmail.com" <korgiss@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stuart Smith korgiss@gmail.com US
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"martiecatlady@gmail.com" <martiecatlady@gmail.com>

From: "martiecatlady@gmail.com" <martiecatlady@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martie Enfield martiecatlady@gmail.com US
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"rmm10@psu.edu" <rmm10@psu.edu>

From: "rmm10@psu.edu" <rmm10@psu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosanna Mutzabaugh rmm10@psu.edu US
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"brandpsychology@gmail.com" <brandpsychology@gmail.com>

From: "brandpsychology@gmail.com" <brandpsychology@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Wright brandpsychology@gmail.com
US
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"jmflood@wgbh.org" <jmflood@wgbh.org>

From: "jmflood@wgbh.org" <jmflood@wgbh.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:13:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Flood jmflood@wgbh.org US
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"moralesam88@hotmail.com" <moralesam88@hotmail.com>

From: "moralesam88@hotmail.com" <moralesam88@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana Morales moralesam88@hotmail.com TX
US



Conversation Contents
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"suncandle@hotmail.com" <suncandle@hotmail.com>

From: "suncandle@hotmail.com" <suncandle@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hollie Hallman suncandle@hotmail.com US
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"wracso@hotmail.com" <wracso@hotmail.com>

From: "wracso@hotmail.com" <wracso@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Winicki wracso@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ravenglitz@gmail.com" <ravenglitz@gmail.com>

From: "ravenglitz@gmail.com" <ravenglitz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Cooper ravenglitz@gmail.com OR US
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"lmneuy@gmail.com" <lmneuy@gmail.com>

From: "lmneuy@gmail.com" <lmneuy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Neuy lmneuy@gmail.com US
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"i.am.hef@gmail.com" <i.am.hef@gmail.com>

From: "i.am.hef@gmail.com" <i.am.hef@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffrey Smith i.am.hef@gmail.com US
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"sleger54@comcast.net" <sleger54@comcast.net>

From: "sleger54@comcast.net" <sleger54@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Leger Silva sleger54@comcast.net
MA US
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"justin.oliver1980@gmail.com" <justin.oliver1980@gmail.com>

From: "justin.oliver1980@gmail.com" <justin.oliver1980@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Justin Oliver justin.oliver1980@gmail.com US
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"kathleenrhearn@gmail.com" <kathleenrhearn@gmail.com>

From: "kathleenrhearn@gmail.com" <kathleenrhearn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Hearn kathleenrhearn@gmail.com
US
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"phycoboy61@gmail.com" <phycoboy61@gmail.com>

From: "phycoboy61@gmail.com" <phycoboy61@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Pierce phycoboy61@gmail.com US
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"jheitman@umich.edu" <jheitman@umich.edu>

From: "jheitman@umich.edu" <jheitman@umich.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Prokop-Heitman jheitman@umich.edu
MI US
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"arroyochelito@gmail.com" <arroyochelito@gmail.com>

From: "arroyochelito@gmail.com" <arroyochelito@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Consuelo Arroyo arroyochelito@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dcpartin@embarqmail.com" <dcpartin@embarqmail.com>

From: "dcpartin@embarqmail.com" <dcpartin@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Partin dcpartin@embarqmail.com US
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"patti@palikea.com" <patti@palikea.com>

From: "patti@palikea.com" <patti@palikea.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Mickelsen patti@palikea.com US
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"smorgan@mwagrafx.com" <smorgan@mwagrafx.com>

From: "smorgan@mwagrafx.com" <smorgan@mwagrafx.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Starr Morgan smorgan@mwagrafx.com MN
US
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"tcs480v@msn.com" <tcs480v@msn.com>

From: "tcs480v@msn.com" <tcs480v@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Siedschlag tcs480v@msn.com US
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"daleallen80@gmail.com" <daleallen80@gmail.com>

From: "daleallen80@gmail.com" <daleallen80@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dale Allen daleallen80@gmail.com US
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"charrell@flash.net" <charrell@flash.net>

From: "charrell@flash.net" <charrell@flash.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Harrell charrell@flash.net US
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"dansadoebe@hotmail.com" <dansadoebe@hotmail.com>

From: "dansadoebe@hotmail.com" <dansadoebe@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel McCollum dansadoebe@hotmail.com
US
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"threegables1819@gmail.com" <threegables1819@gmail.com>

From: "threegables1819@gmail.com" <threegables1819@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats.
This is a horrible policy and one that the majority of American people oppose. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. And for many thousands of us, even if there is some limited economic
benefit (which I sincerely doubt) trophy hunting is a cruel, unethical "sport" that needs to be
banned. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened
with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting
Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a
recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered
species. The fact that the U.S. is enabling the majority of trophy imports makes me feel sick
about and ashamed of my country. In the face of extinction, only a country that is utterly without
principles would allow this to continue. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection and take trophy hunting out of the equation. • Ensure that wildlife
conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As
written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by
wildlife focused representation. People who do not have this background are unqualified to
make decisions. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. It is bad enough that they
have enabled mass shootings at home. Now they are being allowed to enable extinction. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. There should be no streamlining. The Endangered Species Act and Cites
should be fully used. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to
make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits international wildlife conservation
aims. This is a very serious matter and I urge you to act immediately. Sincerely, Karen Jacques



threegables1819@gmail.com CA US
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"jkitty821@gmail.com" <jkitty821@gmail.com>

From: "jkitty821@gmail.com" <jkitty821@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Quinlan jkitty821@gmail.com US
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"ncucolo@gmail.com" <ncucolo@gmail.com>

From: "ncucolo@gmail.com" <ncucolo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Cucolo ncucolo@gmail.com US
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"sandrarust@comcast.net" <sandrarust@comcast.net>

From: "sandrarust@comcast.net" <sandrarust@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Rust sandrarust@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"luluhaha14@gmail.com" <luluhaha14@gmail.com>

From: "luluhaha14@gmail.com" <luluhaha14@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lucy Harmon luluhaha14@gmail.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cindy_little@comcast.net" <cindy_little@comcast.net>

From: "cindy_little@comcast.net" <cindy_little@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Little cindy_little@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ksbabin@gmail.com" <ksbabin@gmail.com>

From: "ksbabin@gmail.com" <ksbabin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Babin ksbabin@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmaldonadourie@bobrick.com" <cmaldonadourie@bobrick.com>

From: "cmaldonadourie@bobrick.com" <cmaldonadourie@bobrick.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:11:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria carmen Maldonado urie
cmaldonadourie@bobrick.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"geraldkline@verizon.net" <geraldkline@verizon.net>

From: "geraldkline@verizon.net" <geraldkline@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gerald Kline geraldkline@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"renarose@charter.net" <renarose@charter.net>

From: "renarose@charter.net" <renarose@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, rena warren renarose@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lanakennings@gmail.com" <lanakennings@gmail.com>

From: "lanakennings@gmail.com" <lanakennings@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lana Kennings lanakennings@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marg370@gmail.com" <marg370@gmail.com>

From: "marg370@gmail.com" <marg370@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Garr marg370@gmail.com US
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"marghess23@outlook.com" <marghess23@outlook.com>

From: "marghess23@outlook.com" <marghess23@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Hess marghess23@outlook.com WI
US
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"jvandekieft@gmail.com" <jvandekieft@gmail.com>

From: "jvandekieft@gmail.com" <jvandekieft@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Van de kieft jvandekieft@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mlrpnts@midrivers.com" <mlrpnts@midrivers.com>

From: "mlrpnts@midrivers.com" <mlrpnts@midrivers.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:10:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darnell Miller mlrpnts@midrivers.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"janerino@optonline.net" <janerino@optonline.net>

From: "janerino@optonline.net" <janerino@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Servadio janerino@optonline.net US
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"1644cf02@abinemail.com" <1644cf02@abinemail.com>

From: "1644cf02@abinemail.com" <1644cf02@abinemail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Janusko 1644cf02@abinemail.com
US
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"shack694@gmail.com" <shack694@gmail.com>

From: "shack694@gmail.com" <shack694@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharen Oxman shack694@gmail.com US
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"palegold@mediacombb.net" <palegold@mediacombb.net>

From: "palegold@mediacombb.net" <palegold@mediacombb.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Schuler palegold@mediacombb.net US
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"marilynbair@earthlink.net" <marilynbair@earthlink.net>

From: "marilynbair@earthlink.net" <marilynbair@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Bair marilynbair@earthlink.net US
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"gperlmutter@hvc.rr.com" <gperlmutter@hvc.rr.com>

From: "gperlmutter@hvc.rr.com" <gperlmutter@hvc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Perlmutter gperlmutter@hvc.rr.com US
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"fbcfrances@gmail.com" <fbcfrances@gmail.com>

From: "fbcfrances@gmail.com" <fbcfrances@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Carpenter fbcfrances@gmail.com
US
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"laneytay@msn.com" <laneytay@msn.com>

From: "laneytay@msn.com" <laneytay@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Taylor laneytay@msn.com US
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"wileyonez@hotmail.com" <wileyonez@hotmail.com>

From: "wileyonez@hotmail.com" <wileyonez@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bradley Smith wileyonez@hotmail.com US
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"alisonslake@gmail.com" <alisonslake@gmail.com>

From: "alisonslake@gmail.com" <alisonslake@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alison Lake alisonslake@gmail.com US
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"livlybreezer@outlook.com" <livlybreezer@outlook.com>

From: "livlybreezer@outlook.com" <livlybreezer@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Florence Miller livlybreezer@outlook.com US
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"pjjbowler@gmail.com" <pjjbowler@gmail.com>

From: "pjjbowler@gmail.com" <pjjbowler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis Jollie pjjbowler@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lgillaspy@charter.net" <lgillaspy@charter.net>

From: "lgillaspy@charter.net" <lgillaspy@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Gillaspy lgillaspy@charter.net NV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lredgrave@att.net" <lredgrave@att.net>

From: "lredgrave@att.net" <lredgrave@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Redgrave lredgrave@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rolsz@optonline.net" <rolsz@optonline.net>

From: "rolsz@optonline.net" <rolsz@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ray Olsz rolsz@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cfoxtorres@burdmanlaw.com" <cfoxtorres@burdmanlaw.com>

From: "cfoxtorres@burdmanlaw.com" <cfoxtorres@burdmanlaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Fox-Torres
cfoxtorres@burdmanlaw.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"smilliey38@gmail.com" <smilliey38@gmail.com>

From: "smilliey38@gmail.com" <smilliey38@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Milly Harreden smilliey38@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ross-winters@juno.com" <ross-winters@juno.com>

From: "ross-winters@juno.com" <ross-winters@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ross Winters ross-winters@juno.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vonniejurgens@gmail.com" <vonniejurgens@gmail.com>

From: "vonniejurgens@gmail.com" <vonniejurgens@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yvonne Jurgens vonniejurgens@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"teresakwoods2545@gmail.com" <teresakwoods2545@gmail.com>

From: "teresakwoods2545@gmail.com"
<teresakwoods2545@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Woods
teresakwoods2545@gmail.com US
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"jmsst68@mail.rmu.edu" <jmsst68@mail.rmu.edu>

From: "jmsst68@mail.rmu.edu" <jmsst68@mail.rmu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jonelle Smith jmsst68@mail.rmu.edu US
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"roryo1127@verizon.net" <roryo1127@verizon.net>

From: "roryo1127@verizon.net" <roryo1127@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Ruder roryo1127@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maleitch@live.com" <maleitch@live.com>

From: "maleitch@live.com" <maleitch@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Ann Leitch maleitch@live.com US
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"rgwilliams123@gmail.com" <rgwilliams123@gmail.com>

From: "rgwilliams123@gmail.com" <rgwilliams123@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Williams rgwilliams123@gmail.com
US
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"elliebreinan@gmail.com" <elliebreinan@gmail.com>

From: "elliebreinan@gmail.com" <elliebreinan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eleanor Breinan elliebreinan@gmail.com CT
US
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"bdaniell@kennesaw.edu" <bdaniell@kennesaw.edu>

From: "bdaniell@kennesaw.edu" <bdaniell@kennesaw.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beth Daniell bdaniell@kennesaw.edu GA US
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"ddmattair@gmail.com" <ddmattair@gmail.com>

From: "ddmattair@gmail.com" <ddmattair@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Mattair ddmattair@gmail.com US
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"luckygoldstein@optonline.net" <luckygoldstein@optonline.net>

From: "luckygoldstein@optonline.net" <luckygoldstein@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Goldstein luckygoldstein@optonline.net
US
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"dbb.kluenker@gmail.com" <dbb.kluenker@gmail.com>

From: "dbb.kluenker@gmail.com" <dbb.kluenker@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Kluenker dbb.kluenker@gmail.com
US
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"kclv000@gmail.com" <kclv000@gmail.com>

From: "kclv000@gmail.com" <kclv000@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Collier kclv000@gmail.com US
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"lastswan@mindspring.com" <lastswan@mindspring.com>

From: "lastswan@mindspring.com" <lastswan@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Russell lastswan@mindspring.com US
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"bella@seismicsafety.com" <bella@seismicsafety.com>

From: "bella@seismicsafety.com" <bella@seismicsafety.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bellanira Tiguila bella@seismicsafety.com
US
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"schafersusan@hotmail.com" <schafersusan@hotmail.com>

From: "schafersusan@hotmail.com" <schafersusan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Schafer schafersusan@hotmail.com
US
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"mitchell.jenni7@gmail.com" <mitchell.jenni7@gmail.com>

From: "mitchell.jenni7@gmail.com" <mitchell.jenni7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenni Mitchell mitchell.jenni7@gmail.com US
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"dparker211@verizon.net" <dparker211@verizon.net>

From: "dparker211@verizon.net" <dparker211@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DELORES PARKER
dparker211@verizon.net TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fgillin@ucsd.edu" <fgillin@ucsd.edu>

From: "fgillin@ucsd.edu" <fgillin@ucsd.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Gillin fgillin@ucsd.edu US
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"donnap1126@hotmail.com" <donnap1126@hotmail.com>

From: "donnap1126@hotmail.com" <donnap1126@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Passero donnap1126@hotmail.com
US
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"scott_bartlett@comcast.net" <scott_bartlett@comcast.net>

From: "scott_bartlett@comcast.net" <scott_bartlett@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scott Bartlett scott_bartlett@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"heather.smith.10@hotmail.com" <heather.smith.10@hotmail.com>

From: "heather.smith.10@hotmail.com"
<heather.smith.10@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Smith
heather.smith.10@hotmail.com WV US
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"donald_gordon@comcast.net" <donald_gordon@comcast.net>

From: "donald_gordon@comcast.net" <donald_gordon@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DONALD Gordon
donald_gordon@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chloechanelvalentino@gmail.com" <chloechanelvalentino@gmail.com>

From: "chloechanelvalentino@gmail.com"
<chloechanelvalentino@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
As a concerned citizen, i beg and implore the US government to truely represent the decent
people of this great nation by supporting anti cruelty laws and legislation. Preserve and promote
the love of our great animals-this should be our goal. responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chloe Chanel
chloechanelvalentino@gmail.com US
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"ppope@suddenlink.net" <ppope@suddenlink.net>

From: "ppope@suddenlink.net" <ppope@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:07:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Priscilla Pope ppope@suddenlink.net US
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"rebecca.green@gatewayexpressinc.com"
<rebecca.green@gatewayexpressinc.com>

From: "rebecca.green@gatewayexpressinc.com"
<rebecca.green@gatewayexpressinc.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Green
rebecca.green@gatewayexpressinc.com US
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"river1@worldpath.net" <river1@worldpath.net>

From: "river1@worldpath.net" <river1@worldpath.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, barbara bald river1@worldpath.net US
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"deefredson1@gmail.com" <deefredson1@gmail.com>

From: "deefredson1@gmail.com" <deefredson1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dee Fredson deefredson1@gmail.com US
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"srarnold50@gmail.com" <srarnold50@gmail.com>

From: "srarnold50@gmail.com" <srarnold50@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Arnold srarnold50@gmail.com US
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"bdarlington1@gmail.com" <bdarlington1@gmail.com>

From: "bdarlington1@gmail.com" <bdarlington1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, beth Darlington bdarlington1@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"christaamenge@gmail.com" <christaamenge@gmail.com>

From: "christaamenge@gmail.com" <christaamenge@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christa Menge christaamenge@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"karynblaise@msn.com" <karynblaise@msn.com>

From: "karynblaise@msn.com" <karynblaise@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karyn Blaise karynblaise@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suzga@hotmail.com" <suzga@hotmail.com>

From: "suzga@hotmail.com" <suzga@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suz Garcia suzga@hotmail.com US
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"stacypalazzo@bellsouth.net" <stacypalazzo@bellsouth.net>

From: "stacypalazzo@bellsouth.net" <stacypalazzo@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacy Palazzo stacypalazzo@bellsouth.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mt4cats@bellsouth.net" <mt4cats@bellsouth.net>

From: "mt4cats@bellsouth.net" <mt4cats@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcia Toth mt4cats@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mahtabk8334@gmail.com" <mahtabk8334@gmail.com>

From: "mahtabk8334@gmail.com" <mahtabk8334@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mahtab Reid-bey mahtabk8334@gmail.com
US
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"pgayford@fieldmuseum.org" <pgayford@fieldmuseum.org>

From: "pgayford@fieldmuseum.org" <pgayford@fieldmuseum.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter Gayford pgayford@fieldmuseum.org
US
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"gabby7691@icloud.com" <gabby7691@icloud.com>

From: "gabby7691@icloud.com" <gabby7691@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Schiffman gabby7691@icloud.com
US
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"anaborzha@taosnet.com" <anaborzha@taosnet.com>

From: "anaborzha@taosnet.com" <anaborzha@taosnet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana Borzha anaborzha@taosnet.com US
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"lisamariaperrotta@gmail.com" <lisamariaperrotta@gmail.com>

From: "lisamariaperrotta@gmail.com" <lisamariaperrotta@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Perrotta lisamariaperrotta@gmail.com
US
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"jillana@lauferco.net" <jillana@lauferco.net>

From: "jillana@lauferco.net" <jillana@lauferco.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jillana Laufer jillana@lauferco.net CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"junebug7671@gmail.com" <junebug7671@gmail.com>

From: "junebug7671@gmail.com" <junebug7671@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, June Hurley junebug7671@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"1isaiah4031@att.net" <1isaiah4031@att.net>

From: "1isaiah4031@att.net" <1isaiah4031@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ladene Mayville 1isaiah4031@att.net OH US
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"versace57meiko@gmail.com" <versace57meiko@gmail.com>

From: "versace57meiko@gmail.com" <versace57meiko@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Golden versace57meiko@gmail.com
US
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"lbailey22@comcast.net" <lbailey22@comcast.net>

From: "lbailey22@comcast.net" <lbailey22@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Bailey lbailey22@comcast.net US
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"erikalynkelso@gmail.com" <erikalynkelso@gmail.com>

From: "erikalynkelso@gmail.com" <erikalynkelso@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erika Kelso erikalynkelso@gmail.com US
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"ameckers7@gmail.com" <ameckers7@gmail.com>

From: "ameckers7@gmail.com" <ameckers7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Eckersall ameckers7@gmail.com US
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"drlewis@lewisassoc.com" <drlewis@lewisassoc.com>

From: "drlewis@lewisassoc.com" <drlewis@lewisassoc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, cindy lewis drlewis@lewisassoc.com US
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"mmorris1128@att.net" <mmorris1128@att.net>

From: "mmorris1128@att.net" <mmorris1128@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Morris mmorris1128@att.net US
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"cd.coley@att.net" <cd.coley@att.net>

From: "cd.coley@att.net" <cd.coley@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Coley cd.coley@att.net US
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"alanpaulson1@comcast.net" <alanpaulson1@comcast.net>

From: "alanpaulson1@comcast.net" <alanpaulson1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alan Paulson alanpaulson1@comcast.net US
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"skpmcfadden@roadrunner.com" <skpmcfadden@roadrunner.com>

From: "skpmcfadden@roadrunner.com"
<skpmcfadden@roadrunner.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie McFadden
skpmcfadden@roadrunner.com US
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"mowkenn@gmail.com" <mowkenn@gmail.com>

From: "mowkenn@gmail.com" <mowkenn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mo Kennedy mowkenn@gmail.com US
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"kasindaa@gmail.com" <kasindaa@gmail.com>

From: "kasindaa@gmail.com" <kasindaa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:03:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, kasinda begay kasindaa@gmail.com US
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"jolt040800@gmail.com" <jolt040800@gmail.com>

From: "jolt040800@gmail.com" <jolt040800@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Miller jolt040800@gmail.com US
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"mcdani2@ilstu.edu" <mcdani2@ilstu.edu>

From: "mcdani2@ilstu.edu" <mcdani2@ilstu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristy Daniele mcdani2@ilstu.edu US
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"apcoulthard@gmail.com" <apcoulthard@gmail.com>

From: "apcoulthard@gmail.com" <apcoulthard@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penny Coulthard apcoulthard@gmail.com CA
US
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"veryspecialdog@gmail.com" <veryspecialdog@gmail.com>

From: "veryspecialdog@gmail.com" <veryspecialdog@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Moon veryspecialdog@gmail.com US
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"williamstover@earthlink.net" <williamstover@earthlink.net>

From: "williamstover@earthlink.net" <williamstover@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Stover williamstover@earthlink.net
US
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"bruhe@bellsouth.net" <bruhe@bellsouth.net>

From: "bruhe@bellsouth.net" <bruhe@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betsy Ruhe bruhe@bellsouth.net US
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"mnelso2@gmail.com" <mnelso2@gmail.com>

From: "mnelso2@gmail.com" <mnelso2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Nelson mnelso2@gmail.com US
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"sbdepetris@gmail.com" <sbdepetris@gmail.com>

From: "sbdepetris@gmail.com" <sbdepetris@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:03:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Silvana Depetris sbdepetris@gmail.com US
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"bmallory99@outlook.com" <bmallory99@outlook.com>

From: "bmallory99@outlook.com" <bmallory99@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:03:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Mallory bmallory99@outlook.com
US
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"cegonz44@gmail.com" <cegonz44@gmail.com>

From: "cegonz44@gmail.com" <cegonz44@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:02:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cecilia Gonzalez cegonz44@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"u.lenhardt@gmx.com" <u.lenhardt@gmx.com>

From: "u.lenhardt@gmx.com" <u.lenhardt@gmx.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:03:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ursula Lenhardt u.lenhardt@gmx.com KS US
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"dzmz31@comcast.net" <dzmz31@comcast.net>

From: "dzmz31@comcast.net" <dzmz31@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:03:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Zirakian dzmz31@comcast.net US
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"jironside7@gmail.com" <jironside7@gmail.com>

From: "jironside7@gmail.com" <jironside7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Ironside jironside7@gmail.com US
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"jaciwilkins@gmail.com" <jaciwilkins@gmail.com>

From: "jaciwilkins@gmail.com" <jaciwilkins@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:03:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jaci Wilkins jaciwilkins@gmail.com US
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"aucoin01@att.net" <aucoin01@att.net>

From: "aucoin01@att.net" <aucoin01@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:02:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patsi Aucoin aucoin01@att.net US
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"wildwear@earthlink.net" <wildwear@earthlink.net>

From: "wildwear@earthlink.net" <wildwear@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:03:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, greg bracken wildwear@earthlink.net US
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"cudell@londonjewelers.com" <cudell@londonjewelers.com>

From: "cudell@londonjewelers.com" <cudell@londonjewelers.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:02:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candy Udell cudell@londonjewelers.com US
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"cliff.a.layman@gmail.com" <cliff.a.layman@gmail.com>

From: "cliff.a.layman@gmail.com" <cliff.a.layman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:03:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cliff Layman cliff.a.layman@gmail.com US
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"roadtorestoration@gmail.com" <roadtorestoration@gmail.com>

From: "roadtorestoration@gmail.com" <roadtorestoration@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:02:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Quadnau roadtorestoration@gmail.com
US
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"rosekimsey1@gmail.com" <rosekimsey1@gmail.com>

From: "rosekimsey1@gmail.com" <rosekimsey1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:02:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rose Kimsey rosekimsey1@gmail.com US
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"olddutch@optonline.net" <olddutch@optonline.net>

From: "olddutch@optonline.net" <olddutch@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:02:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Millie Schaefer olddutch@optonline.net US
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"salinanew@comcast.net" <salinanew@comcast.net>

From: "salinanew@comcast.net" <salinanew@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:02:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Salina Newton salinanew@comcast.net US
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"ashleymaguire24@gmail.com" <ashleymaguire24@gmail.com>

From: "ashleymaguire24@gmail.com" <ashleymaguire24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:02:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Maguire
ashleymaguire24@gmail.com US
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"slbenson3@charter.net" <slbenson3@charter.net>

From: "slbenson3@charter.net" <slbenson3@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Benson slbenson3@charter.net US
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"r2d2heb@gmail.com" <r2d2heb@gmail.com>

From: "r2d2heb@gmail.com" <r2d2heb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hayley Stephens r2d2heb@gmail.com US
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"jkolsen1@verizon.net" <jkolsen1@verizon.net>

From: "jkolsen1@verizon.net" <jkolsen1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jo K jkolsen1@verizon.net US
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"dslaschiava@comcast.net" <dslaschiava@comcast.net>

From: "dslaschiava@comcast.net" <dslaschiava@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dona LaSchiava dslaschiava@comcast.net
US
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"lesliebrendaray@gmail.com" <lesliebrendaray@gmail.com>

From: "lesliebrendaray@gmail.com" <lesliebrendaray@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Raygoza lesliebrendaray@gmail.com
US
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"cathybass@gmail.com" <cathybass@gmail.com>

From: "cathybass@gmail.com" <cathybass@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Bass cathybass@gmail.com US
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"jcbrock@ameritech.net" <jcbrock@ameritech.net>

From: "jcbrock@ameritech.net" <jcbrock@ameritech.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Brock jcbrock@ameritech.net MI US
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"osburn174@gmail.com" <osburn174@gmail.com>

From: "osburn174@gmail.com" <osburn174@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emma Osburn osburn174@gmail.com US
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"sashenka77@gmail.com" <sashenka77@gmail.com>

From: "sashenka77@gmail.com" <sashenka77@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sasha Kaporovskaya
sashenka77@gmail.com US
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"gwilz45@mac.com" <gwilz45@mac.com>

From: "gwilz45@mac.com" <gwilz45@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Wilson gwilz45@mac.com US
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"birdwomanplc@gmail.com" <birdwomanplc@gmail.com>

From: "birdwomanplc@gmail.com" <birdwomanplc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Cullen birdwomanplc@gmail.com US
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"lovemy2kidstodeath2013@gmail.com"
<lovemy2kidstodeath2013@gmail.com>

From: "lovemy2kidstodeath2013@gmail.com"
<lovemy2kidstodeath2013@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Bustin
lovemy2kidstodeath2013@gmail.com US
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"katie@theetherealeagle.com" <katie@theetherealeagle.com>

From: "katie@theetherealeagle.com" <katie@theetherealeagle.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Long katie@theetherealeagle.com
PA US
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"irishkit@hotmail.com" <irishkit@hotmail.com>

From: "irishkit@hotmail.com" <irishkit@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathi Lombardi irishkit@hotmail.com US
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"sandisl1948@gmail.com" <sandisl1948@gmail.com>

From: "sandisl1948@gmail.com" <sandisl1948@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandi Sommerville sandisl1948@gmail.com
AZ US
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"helenestoller@msn.com" <helenestoller@msn.com>

From: "helenestoller@msn.com" <helenestoller@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helene Stoller helenestoller@msn.com US
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"anyaajoti@gmail.com" <anyaajoti@gmail.com>

From: "anyaajoti@gmail.com" <anyaajoti@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anyaa Joti anyaajoti@gmail.com OR US
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"gabrielastranger@usa.net" <gabrielastranger@usa.net>

From: "gabrielastranger@usa.net" <gabrielastranger@usa.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriela Stranger gabrielastranger@usa.net
CL
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"bstruckman@cinci.rr.com" <bstruckman@cinci.rr.com>

From: "bstruckman@cinci.rr.com" <bstruckman@cinci.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betsy Struckman bstruckman@cinci.rr.com
US
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"mgraffeo@optonline.net" <mgraffeo@optonline.net>

From: "mgraffeo@optonline.net" <mgraffeo@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, MARY T. GRAFFEO mgraffeo@optonline.net
NY US
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"jannytuff1@gmail.com" <jannytuff1@gmail.com>

From: "jannytuff1@gmail.com" <jannytuff1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Redinger jannytuff1@gmail.com TX
US
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"cpsedano@gmail.com" <cpsedano@gmail.com>

From: "cpsedano@gmail.com" <cpsedano@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Sedano cpsedano@gmail.com US
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"ajc527@comcast.net" <ajc527@comcast.net>

From: "ajc527@comcast.net" <ajc527@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Collarin ajc527@comcast.net US
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"mscherubel25@gmail.com" <mscherubel25@gmail.com>

From: "mscherubel25@gmail.com" <mscherubel25@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melody Scherubel mscherubel25@gmail.com
US
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"christine.yelda@gmail.com" <christine.yelda@gmail.com>

From: "christine.yelda@gmail.com" <christine.yelda@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
have traveled twice to Africa visiting five different countries. Animals and safaris help Africa and
their people bringing in money where it is much needed, creating jobs and opportunities. I have
met many of these wonderful people working in this industry. They are teaching others that
saving the animals helps everyone. Killing them does not help. There is no room for this trophy
hunting in our world. I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-
HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications
before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy
hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the
expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities
that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is
making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at
best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of
an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and
when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine
Yelda christine.yelda@gmail.com US
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"katel97.1@juno.com" <katel97.1@juno.com>

From: "katel97.1@juno.com" <katel97.1@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, kate lindemann katel97.1@juno.com US
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"drpickard85@gmail.com" <drpickard85@gmail.com>

From: "drpickard85@gmail.com" <drpickard85@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darrell Pickard drpickard85@gmail.com US
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"kendraart@mac.com" <kendraart@mac.com>

From: "kendraart@mac.com" <kendraart@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kendra Daniel kendraart@mac.com US
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"dalenew@hotmail.com" <dalenew@hotmail.com>

From: "dalenew@hotmail.com" <dalenew@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dale Trethaway dalenew@hotmail.com US
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"prmusictherapy12@gmail.com" <prmusictherapy12@gmail.com>

From: "prmusictherapy12@gmail.com" <prmusictherapy12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Trish Ronerts prmusictherapy12@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"miriammoran946@gmail.com" <miriammoran946@gmail.com>

From: "miriammoran946@gmail.com" <miriammoran946@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Miriam Moran miriammoran946@gmail.com
US
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"sherylbenko@earthlink.net" <sherylbenko@earthlink.net>

From: "sherylbenko@earthlink.net" <sherylbenko@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheryl Benko sherylbenko@earthlink.net US
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"purple52@cox.net" <purple52@cox.net>

From: "purple52@cox.net" <purple52@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:00:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Heiser purple52@cox.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tigerjinx5@gmail.com" <tigerjinx5@gmail.com>

From: "tigerjinx5@gmail.com" <tigerjinx5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Bigelow tigerjinx5@gmail.com US
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"borae86@verizon.net" <borae86@verizon.net>

From: "borae86@verizon.net" <borae86@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Ellis borae86@verizon.net US
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"magpyefinn@gmail.com" <magpyefinn@gmail.com>

From: "magpyefinn@gmail.com" <magpyefinn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Reuter magpyefinn@gmail.com US
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"dileerogers@gmail.com" <dileerogers@gmail.com>

From: "dileerogers@gmail.com" <dileerogers@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Rogers dileerogers@gmail.com US
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"jstovall@sunholdings.net" <jstovall@sunholdings.net>

From: "jstovall@sunholdings.net" <jstovall@sunholdings.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Stovall jstovall@sunholdings.net US
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"maryannema@hotmail.com" <maryannema@hotmail.com>

From: "maryannema@hotmail.com" <maryannema@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryanne Ma maryannema@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jzika.hoagland@gmail.com" <jzika.hoagland@gmail.com>

From: "jzika.hoagland@gmail.com" <jzika.hoagland@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Hoagland jzika.hoagland@gmail.com
US
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"claudiaaoberg@gmail.com" <claudiaaoberg@gmail.com>

From: "claudiaaoberg@gmail.com" <claudiaaoberg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Oberg claudiaaoberg@gmail.com US
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"captbpsilva@comcast.net" <captbpsilva@comcast.net>

From: "captbpsilva@comcast.net" <captbpsilva@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bradley Silva captbpsilva@comcast.net US
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"mjoycetx@comcast.net" <mjoycetx@comcast.net>

From: "mjoycetx@comcast.net" <mjoycetx@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marion Joyce mjoycetx@comcast.net US
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"jonlovesurf@gmail.com" <jonlovesurf@gmail.com>

From: "jonlovesurf@gmail.com" <jonlovesurf@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jonny Love jonlovesurf@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"paulaaz45@msn.com" <paulaaz45@msn.com>

From: "paulaaz45@msn.com" <paulaaz45@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Rock paulaaz45@msn.com US
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"scorp3700@hotmail.com" <scorp3700@hotmail.com>

From: "scorp3700@hotmail.com" <scorp3700@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Martin scorp3700@hotmail.com US
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"hwood2291@gmail.com" <hwood2291@gmail.com>

From: "hwood2291@gmail.com" <hwood2291@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hailey Wood hwood2291@gmail.com US
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"tabbymontuno@me.com" <tabbymontuno@me.com>

From: "tabbymontuno@me.com" <tabbymontuno@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Cavoto tabbymontuno@me.com US
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"mkbunnell12@gmail.com" <mkbunnell12@gmail.com>

From: "mkbunnell12@gmail.com" <mkbunnell12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Shockley mkbunnell12@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mormorkt143@gmail.com" <mormorkt143@gmail.com>

From: "mormorkt143@gmail.com" <mormorkt143@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kris Treat mormorkt143@gmail.com US
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"viktoriaford@gmail.com" <viktoriaford@gmail.com>

From: "viktoriaford@gmail.com" <viktoriaford@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Viktoria Ford viktoriaford@gmail.com US
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"marilynnrowley@gmail.com" <marilynnrowley@gmail.com>

From: "marilynnrowley@gmail.com" <marilynnrowley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilynn Rowley marilynnrowley@gmail.com
US
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"pinkgirl@earthlink.net" <pinkgirl@earthlink.net>

From: "pinkgirl@earthlink.net" <pinkgirl@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Gwin pinkgirl@earthlink.net US
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"j.eckler@hotmail.com" <j.eckler@hotmail.com>

From: "j.eckler@hotmail.com" <j.eckler@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Eckler j.eckler@hotmail.com CO US
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"Cadillaclincoln123@gmail.com" <Cadillaclincoln123@gmail.com>

From: "Cadillaclincoln123@gmail.com" <Cadillaclincoln123@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cadillac Lincoln
Cadillaclincoln123@gmail.com FR
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"tkiggen@gmail.com" <tkiggen@gmail.com>

From: "tkiggen@gmail.com" <tkiggen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sasha Kiggen tkiggen@gmail.com US
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"stc211@comcast.net" <stc211@comcast.net>

From: "stc211@comcast.net" <stc211@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Corbett stc211@comcast.net US
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"eatveganorstarve@gmail.com" <eatveganorstarve@gmail.com>

From: "eatveganorstarve@gmail.com" <eatveganorstarve@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, V. Gan eatveganorstarve@gmail.com US
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"cdanielslcsw@gmail.com" <cdanielslcsw@gmail.com>

From: "cdanielslcsw@gmail.com" <cdanielslcsw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Daniels cdanielslcsw@gmail.com US
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"walters.jane@gmail.com" <walters.jane@gmail.com>

From: "walters.jane@gmail.com" <walters.jane@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Walters walters.jane@gmail.com US
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"samkurek@gmail.com" <samkurek@gmail.com>

From: "samkurek@gmail.com" <samkurek@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sam Scirenco samkurek@gmail.com US
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"calirose249@hotmail.com" <calirose249@hotmail.com>

From: "calirose249@hotmail.com" <calirose249@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Rose calirose249@hotmail.com US
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"Uscripsorbloods@gmail.com" <Uscripsorbloods@gmail.com>

From: "Uscripsorbloods@gmail.com" <Uscripsorbloods@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cadillac Lincoln Uscripsorbloods@gmail.com
FR
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"simonhill81@hotmail.co.uk" <simonhill81@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "simonhill81@hotmail.co.uk" <simonhill81@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Simon Hill simonhill81@hotmail.co.uk GB
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"lisa.hughes54@gmail.com" <lisa.hughes54@gmail.com>

From: "lisa.hughes54@gmail.com" <lisa.hughes54@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Hughes lisa.hughes54@gmail.com US
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"cathysyoga@optimum.net" <cathysyoga@optimum.net>

From: "cathysyoga@optimum.net" <cathysyoga@optimum.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Kotelchuck
cathysyoga@optimum.net US
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"dwyordanov@gmail.com" <dwyordanov@gmail.com>

From: "dwyordanov@gmail.com" <dwyordanov@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:58:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna West-Yordanov
dwyordanov@gmail.com NY US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maureenhenry@comcast.net" <maureenhenry@comcast.net>

From: "maureenhenry@comcast.net" <maureenhenry@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Henry maureenhenry@comcast.net
US
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"donnameyers7@msn.com" <donnameyers7@msn.com>

From: "donnameyers7@msn.com" <donnameyers7@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Meyers donnameyers7@msn.com US
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"gene4deb@verizon.net" <gene4deb@verizon.net>

From: "gene4deb@verizon.net" <gene4deb@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eugene Brusin gene4deb@verizon.net US
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"nmariefrost@hotmail.com" <nmariefrost@hotmail.com>

From: "nmariefrost@hotmail.com" <nmariefrost@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Noreen Beyer nmariefrost@hotmail.com US
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"jamesk5000@gmail.com" <jamesk5000@gmail.com>

From: "jamesk5000@gmail.com" <jamesk5000@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Kravitz jamesk5000@gmail.com US
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"annjmccall@roadrunner.com" <annjmccall@roadrunner.com>

From: "annjmccall@roadrunner.com" <annjmccall@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann McCall annjmccall@roadrunner.com US
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"dirhandy@att.net" <dirhandy@att.net>

From: "dirhandy@att.net" <dirhandy@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donald Handy dirhandy@att.net US
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"liaroche@comcast.net" <liaroche@comcast.net>

From: "liaroche@comcast.net" <liaroche@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liana Roche liaroche@comcast.net US
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"lisarosado726@gmail.com" <lisarosado726@gmail.com>

From: "lisarosado726@gmail.com" <lisarosado726@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Rosado lisarosado726@gmail.com US
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"thorjameshendrickson@gmail.com" <thorjameshendrickson@gmail.com>

From: "thorjameshendrickson@gmail.com"
<thorjameshendrickson@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:57:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thor Hendrickson
thorjameshendrickson@gmail.com US
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"dinixon@gmail.com" <dinixon@gmail.com>

From: "dinixon@gmail.com" <dinixon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Nixon dinixon@gmail.com US
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"curtandbettylarsen@hotmail.com" <curtandbettylarsen@hotmail.com>

From: "curtandbettylarsen@hotmail.com"
<curtandbettylarsen@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Larsen
curtandbettylarsen@hotmail.com UT US
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"janeevil@janeevil.com" <janeevil@janeevil.com>

From: "janeevil@janeevil.com" <janeevil@janeevil.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Evil janeevil@janeevil.com US
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"donnaericksen@charter.net" <donnaericksen@charter.net>

From: "donnaericksen@charter.net" <donnaericksen@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Ericksen donnaericksen@charter.net
US
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"ledpie@earthlink.net" <ledpie@earthlink.net>

From: "ledpie@earthlink.net" <ledpie@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Harman ledpie@earthlink.net US
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"medha@bellsouth.net" <medha@bellsouth.net>

From: "medha@bellsouth.net" <medha@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:56:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Schroeder medha@bellsouth.net US
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"mbmcd1420@msn.com" <mbmcd1420@msn.com>

From: "mbmcd1420@msn.com" <mbmcd1420@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Beth Mcdonough
mbmcd1420@msn.com US
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"kelliek@live.com" <kelliek@live.com>

From: "kelliek@live.com" <kelliek@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kellie and Bryan Good kelliek@live.com US
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"facingnorth1118@att.net" <facingnorth1118@att.net>

From: "facingnorth1118@att.net" <facingnorth1118@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Winifred Sciocchetti facingnorth1118@att.net
NC US
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"hollyhobby1@gmail.com" <hollyhobby1@gmail.com>

From: "hollyhobby1@gmail.com" <hollyhobby1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Holly Munck hollyhobby1@gmail.com US
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"gepailly@verizon.net" <gepailly@verizon.net>

From: "gepailly@verizon.net" <gepailly@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Guillemette Epailly gepailly@verizon.net US
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"nlmeyer100@gmail.com" <nlmeyer100@gmail.com>

From: "nlmeyer100@gmail.com" <nlmeyer100@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nikki Meyer nlmeyer100@gmail.com NC US
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"jfalk@c21tcemail.com" <jfalk@c21tcemail.com>

From: "jfalk@c21tcemail.com" <jfalk@c21tcemail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:55:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Falk jfalk@c21tcemail.com US
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"nyfidget@gmail.com" <nyfidget@gmail.com>

From: "nyfidget@gmail.com" <nyfidget@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:54:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Regina Ulrich nyfidget@gmail.com US
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"teresanumrich@gmail.com" <teresanumrich@gmail.com>

From: "teresanumrich@gmail.com" <teresanumrich@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:54:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Numrich teresanumrich@gmail.com
US
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"lisen_of_the_wood@hotmail.com" <lisen_of_the_wood@hotmail.com>

From: "lisen_of_the_wood@hotmail.com"
<lisen_of_the_wood@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:54:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chasity Hungerford
lisen_of_the_wood@hotmail.com US
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"roseann718@gmail.com" <roseann718@gmail.com>

From: "roseann718@gmail.com" <roseann718@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:54:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roeann Roazzi roseann718@gmail.com US
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"kbeth45@hotmail.com" <kbeth45@hotmail.com>

From: "kbeth45@hotmail.com" <kbeth45@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:54:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Brown kbeth45@hotmail.com US
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"wemacauley@comcast.net" <wemacauley@comcast.net>

From: "wemacauley@comcast.net" <wemacauley@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy MacAuley wemacauley@comcast.net
US
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"eselig@rflawpc.com" <eselig@rflawpc.com>

From: "eselig@rflawpc.com" <eselig@rflawpc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:54:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Selig eselig@rflawpc.com US
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"susanhirst@cfl.rr.com" <susanhirst@cfl.rr.com>

From: "susanhirst@cfl.rr.com" <susanhirst@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Hirst susanhirst@cfl.rr.com US
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"suvaco@att.net" <suvaco@att.net>

From: "suvaco@att.net" <suvaco@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marta Suvaco suvaco@att.net CA US
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"robinslate1@gmail.com" <robinslate1@gmail.com>

From: "robinslate1@gmail.com" <robinslate1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Slate robinslate1@gmail.com US
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"forpack@optonline.net" <forpack@optonline.net>

From: "forpack@optonline.net" <forpack@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine J Nettesheim
forpack@optonline.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gaquinog1@gmail.com" <gaquinog1@gmail.com>

From: "gaquinog1@gmail.com" <gaquinog1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gonzalo Quinones gaquinog1@gmail.com
MD US
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"garyandrewcooper@comcast.net" <garyandrewcooper@comcast.net>

From: "garyandrewcooper@comcast.net"
<garyandrewcooper@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Cooper
garyandrewcooper@comcast.net CA US
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"jmessmer@robertskaplan.com" <jmessmer@robertskaplan.com>

From: "jmessmer@robertskaplan.com" <jmessmer@robertskaplan.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judie Messmer
jmessmer@robertskaplan.com US
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"rick.kanter@gmail.com" <rick.kanter@gmail.com>

From: "rick.kanter@gmail.com" <rick.kanter@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fredrica Kanter rick.kanter@gmail.com US
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"sgalla75@gmail.com" <sgalla75@gmail.com>

From: "sgalla75@gmail.com" <sgalla75@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sean Gallagher sgalla75@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bonggo2000@hotmail.com" <bonggo2000@hotmail.com>

From: "bonggo2000@hotmail.com" <bonggo2000@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Mares bonggo2000@hotmail.com CA
US
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"rosalind568@gmail.com" <rosalind568@gmail.com>

From: "rosalind568@gmail.com" <rosalind568@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosalind Bresnahan rosalind568@gmail.com
US
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"kypederson@gmail.com" <kypederson@gmail.com>

From: "kypederson@gmail.com" <kypederson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kylene Pederson kypederson@gmail.com
US
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"peyton@wildblue.net" <peyton@wildblue.net>

From: "peyton@wildblue.net" <peyton@wildblue.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Peyton peyton@wildblue.net US
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"julie.wallof@att.net" <julie.wallof@att.net>

From: "julie.wallof@att.net" <julie.wallof@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Wallof julie.wallof@att.net CA US
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"grumpyhasher@gmail.com" <grumpyhasher@gmail.com>

From: "grumpyhasher@gmail.com" <grumpyhasher@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:52:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Kleven grumpyhasher@gmail.com US
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"jerrygina21@gmail.com" <jerrygina21@gmail.com>

From: "jerrygina21@gmail.com" <jerrygina21@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:52:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francisca Ruvalcaba jerrygina21@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"memcdonald@grdominicans.org" <memcdonald@grdominicans.org>

From: "memcdonald@grdominicans.org"
<memcdonald@grdominicans.org>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Ellen McDonald
memcdonald@grdominicans.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wittletoni@icloud.com" <wittletoni@icloud.com>

From: "wittletoni@icloud.com" <wittletoni@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:52:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Antoinette Gonzales wittletoni@icloud.com
US
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"afasanella@abelcine.com" <afasanella@abelcine.com>

From: "afasanella@abelcine.com" <afasanella@abelcine.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:52:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allison Fasanella afasanella@abelcine.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jordansmom.young@hotmail.com" <jordansmom.young@hotmail.com>

From: "jordansmom.young@hotmail.com"
<jordansmom.young@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:52:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Young
jordansmom.young@hotmail.com IL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shoupandsammy@hotmail.com" <shoupandsammy@hotmail.com>

From: "shoupandsammy@hotmail.com"
<shoupandsammy@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Shoup shoupandsammy@hotmail.com
US
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"pcw577@hotmail.com" <pcw577@hotmail.com>

From: "pcw577@hotmail.com" <pcw577@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Wirth pcw577@hotmail.com US
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"boopin411@cox.net" <boopin411@cox.net>

From: "boopin411@cox.net" <boopin411@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irene Huskisson boopin411@cox.net US
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"geoduck57@hotmail.com" <geoduck57@hotmail.com>

From: "geoduck57@hotmail.com" <geoduck57@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:52:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Libby geoduck57@hotmail.com US
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"kw@independentarts.co" <kw@independentarts.co>

From: "kw@independentarts.co" <kw@independentarts.co>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keith Wheldon kw@independentarts.co US
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"williamsteresa1661@gmail.com" <williamsteresa1661@gmail.com>

From: "williamsteresa1661@gmail.com"
<williamsteresa1661@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Williams
williamsteresa1661@gmail.com US
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"mandytshibangu@gmail.com" <mandytshibangu@gmail.com>

From: "mandytshibangu@gmail.com" <mandytshibangu@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mandy Tshibangu
mandytshibangu@gmail.com US
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"blewstarz1@hotmail.com" <blewstarz1@hotmail.com>

From: "blewstarz1@hotmail.com" <blewstarz1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bridget Knapek blewstarz1@hotmail.com US
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"kevenpartridge@hotmail.com" <kevenpartridge@hotmail.com>

From: "kevenpartridge@hotmail.com" <kevenpartridge@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:52:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keven Partridge
kevenpartridge@hotmail.com US
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"repairsandmorejg@live.com" <repairsandmorejg@live.com>

From: "repairsandmorejg@live.com" <repairsandmorejg@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jerry Gattuso repairsandmorejg@live.com
US
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"murphyherd@gmail.com" <murphyherd@gmail.com>

From: "murphyherd@gmail.com" <murphyherd@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:52:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mariangeles Murphy-herd
murphyherd@gmail.com US
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"sanibelsandy@gmail.com" <sanibelsandy@gmail.com>

From: "sanibelsandy@gmail.com" <sanibelsandy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Greco sanibelsandy@gmail.com US
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"sphinx3v@gmail.com" <sphinx3v@gmail.com>

From: "sphinx3v@gmail.com" <sphinx3v@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nadeem Durrani sphinx3v@gmail.com US
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"kaynic1991@hotmail.com" <kaynic1991@hotmail.com>

From: "kaynic1991@hotmail.com" <kaynic1991@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Scugoza kaynic1991@hotmail.com US
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"rspalter@gmail.com" <rspalter@gmail.com>

From: "rspalter@gmail.com" <rspalter@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Spalter rspalter@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suzannemarienau@gmail.com" <suzannemarienau@gmail.com>

From: "suzannemarienau@gmail.com" <suzannemarienau@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Marienau
suzannemarienau@gmail.com MO US
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"pfallsgiese@gmail.com" <pfallsgiese@gmail.com>

From: "pfallsgiese@gmail.com" <pfallsgiese@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paxtenne Falls-geise pfallsgiese@gmail.com
US
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"katebordisso@hotmail.com" <katebordisso@hotmail.com>

From: "katebordisso@hotmail.com" <katebordisso@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Bordisso katebordisso@hotmail.com CA
US
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"kkorbdinge@gmail.com" <kkorbdinge@gmail.com>

From: "kkorbdinge@gmail.com" <kkorbdinge@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katie Dinges kkorbdinge@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"arroyosally@icloud.com" <arroyosally@icloud.com>

From: "arroyosally@icloud.com" <arroyosally@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sally Arroyo arroyosally@icloud.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carolinafog55@gmail.com" <carolinafog55@gmail.com>

From: "carolinafog55@gmail.com" <carolinafog55@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Fields carolinafog55@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lsandy@mail.plymouth.edu" <lsandy@mail.plymouth.edu>

From: "lsandy@mail.plymouth.edu" <lsandy@mail.plymouth.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leo Sandy lsandy@mail.plymouth.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jguyt005@fiu.edu" <jguyt005@fiu.edu>

From: "jguyt005@fiu.edu" <jguyt005@fiu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jake Guyton jguyt005@fiu.edu US
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"pwilliams11984@gmail.com" <pwilliams11984@gmail.com>

From: "pwilliams11984@gmail.com" <pwilliams11984@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Williams pwilliams11984@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"obrienmaureenmargaret@gmail.com"
<obrienmaureenmargaret@gmail.com>

From: "obrienmaureenmargaret@gmail.com"
<obrienmaureenmargaret@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen O'Brien
obrienmaureenmargaret@gmail.com OR US
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"mdice65@gmail.com" <mdice65@gmail.com>

From: "mdice65@gmail.com" <mdice65@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Dice mdice65@gmail.com US
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"gil@gilpanzerlaw.com" <gil@gilpanzerlaw.com>

From: "gil@gilpanzerlaw.com" <gil@gilpanzerlaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gil Panzer gil@gilpanzerlaw.com US
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"dobiphoto@hotmail.com" <dobiphoto@hotmail.com>

From: "dobiphoto@hotmail.com" <dobiphoto@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ed W dobiphoto@hotmail.com US
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"lmb1031lmb@gmail.com" <lmb1031lmb@gmail.com>

From: "lmb1031lmb@gmail.com" <lmb1031lmb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Brower lmb1031lmb@gmail.com US
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"moxie264@gmail.com" <moxie264@gmail.com>

From: "moxie264@gmail.com" <moxie264@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Crosthwaite moxie264@gmail.com US
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"spetrossian@offshoresystemsinc.com"
<spetrossian@offshoresystemsinc.com>

From: "spetrossian@offshoresystemsinc.com"
<spetrossian@offshoresystemsinc.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S Petrossian
spetrossian@offshoresystemsinc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vertigou2_871@hotmail.com" <vertigou2_871@hotmail.com>

From: "vertigou2_871@hotmail.com" <vertigou2_871@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Lyons vertigou2_871@hotmail.com
NV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cocospirit01@gmail.com" <cocospirit01@gmail.com>

From: "cocospirit01@gmail.com" <cocospirit01@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Saltzgiver cocospirit01@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
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"cvanatta@uslfreight.com" <cvanatta@uslfreight.com>

From: "cvanatta@uslfreight.com" <cvanatta@uslfreight.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Haughin cvanatta@uslfreight.com US
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"marilynwolle@gmail.com" <marilynwolle@gmail.com>

From: "marilynwolle@gmail.com" <marilynwolle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Wolle marilynwolle@gmail.com US
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"msortillon@gmail.com" <msortillon@gmail.com>

From: "msortillon@gmail.com" <msortillon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:50:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monique Brandon msortillon@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Debfortunato@comcast.net" <Debfortunato@comcast.net>

From: "Debfortunato@comcast.net" <Debfortunato@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Fortunato Debfortunato@comcast.net
CT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ksmull@hawaii.edu" <ksmull@hawaii.edu>

From: "ksmull@hawaii.edu" <ksmull@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kanani Smull ksmull@hawaii.edu HI US
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"jessicrast@gmail.com" <jessicrast@gmail.com>

From: "jessicrast@gmail.com" <jessicrast@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Crast jessicrast@gmail.com US
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"kcxmartin@gmail.com" <kcxmartin@gmail.com>

From: "kcxmartin@gmail.com" <kcxmartin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kenneth Martin kcxmartin@gmail.com NM
US
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"dls7151947@gmail.com" <dls7151947@gmail.com>

From: "dls7151947@gmail.com" <dls7151947@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daryl Schuckman dls7151947@gmail.com
US
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"sheila.starrett@promega.com" <sheila.starrett@promega.com>

From: "sheila.starrett@promega.com" <sheila.starrett@promega.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheila Starrett sheila.starrett@promega.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"regatero13@gmail.com" <regatero13@gmail.com>

From: "regatero13@gmail.com" <regatero13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jc Sarmiento regatero13@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"teresalyman@gmail.com" <teresalyman@gmail.com>

From: "teresalyman@gmail.com" <teresalyman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Lyman teresalyman@gmail.com WA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wilmunz1@prtc.net" <wilmunz1@prtc.net>

From: "wilmunz1@prtc.net" <wilmunz1@prtc.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, william munoz wilmunz1@prtc.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"erica@tirn.net" <erica@tirn.net>

From: "erica@tirn.net" <erica@tirn.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 In
order to stop the slaughter of wildlife and help the planet's web of life survive for our children
and grandchildren, I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-
HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications
before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy
hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the
expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities
that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is
making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at
best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of
an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and
when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erica
Heimberg erica@tirn.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"arroyobob@icloud.com" <arroyobob@icloud.com>

From: "arroyobob@icloud.com" <arroyobob@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert and Sally Arroyo
arroyobob@icloud.com US
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"katiecat40@gmail.com" <katiecat40@gmail.com>

From: "katiecat40@gmail.com" <katiecat40@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Danzik katiecat40@gmail.com US
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"bwombac@gmail.com" <bwombac@gmail.com>

From: "bwombac@gmail.com" <bwombac@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Wombacher bwombac@gmail.com
US
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"jamiehodges0305@gmail.com" <jamiehodges0305@gmail.com>

From: "jamiehodges0305@gmail.com" <jamiehodges0305@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: jamiep916@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Hodges jamiehodges0305@gmail.com
IL US
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"kingpatsfan@hotmail.com" <kingpatsfan@hotmail.com>

From: "kingpatsfan@hotmail.com" <kingpatsfan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Roberto kingpatsfan@hotmail.com
US
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"valeriesteil@hotmail.com" <valeriesteil@hotmail.com>

From: "valeriesteil@hotmail.com" <valeriesteil@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Steil valeriesteil@hotmail.com US
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"skyearahm89@gmail.com" <skyearahm89@gmail.com>

From: "skyearahm89@gmail.com" <skyearahm89@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Skye Rahm skyearahm89@gmail.com US
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"abiuso@gmail.com" <abiuso@gmail.com>

From: "abiuso@gmail.com" <abiuso@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alison Biuso abiuso@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"skmarsh4@gmail.com" <skmarsh4@gmail.com>

From: "skmarsh4@gmail.com" <skmarsh4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Marshall skmarsh4@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rosemarie.rn@icloud.com" <rosemarie.rn@icloud.com>

From: "rosemarie.rn@icloud.com" <rosemarie.rn@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Tarampi rosemarie.rn@icloud.com US
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"ling57501@gmail.com" <ling57501@gmail.com>

From: "ling57501@gmail.com" <ling57501@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ling Li ling57501@gmail.com US
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"ruvellkhaosart@hotmail.com" <ruvellkhaosart@hotmail.com>

From: "ruvellkhaosart@hotmail.com" <ruvellkhaosart@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruvell Saylon ruvellkhaosart@hotmail.com
US
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"robertmarchant@charter.net" <robertmarchant@charter.net>

From: "robertmarchant@charter.net" <robertmarchant@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Marchant
robertmarchant@charter.net US
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"joandfleming@gmail.com" <joandfleming@gmail.com>

From: "joandfleming@gmail.com" <joandfleming@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Fleming joandfleming@gmail.com US
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"daley.jeffrey@gmail.com" <daley.jeffrey@gmail.com>

From: "daley.jeffrey@gmail.com" <daley.jeffrey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffrey Daley daley.jeffrey@gmail.com US
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"beaglemom@charter.net" <beaglemom@charter.net>

From: "beaglemom@charter.net" <beaglemom@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Robison beaglemom@charter.net US
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"tspenton@frontier.com" <tspenton@frontier.com>

From: "tspenton@frontier.com" <tspenton@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Toni Penton tspenton@frontier.com US
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"armpit44@gmail.com" <armpit44@gmail.com>

From: "armpit44@gmail.com" <armpit44@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monte Hill armpit44@gmail.com US
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"srwkmjk@gmail.com" <srwkmjk@gmail.com>

From: "srwkmjk@gmail.com" <srwkmjk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Krzyminski srwkmjk@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kaj77311@gmail.com" <kaj77311@gmail.com>

From: "kaj77311@gmail.com" <kaj77311@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Jones kaj77311@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"safaritanz@gmail.com" <safaritanz@gmail.com>

From: "safaritanz@gmail.com" <safaritanz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Cristina safaritanz@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nicolehall211@gmail.com" <nicolehall211@gmail.com>

From: "nicolehall211@gmail.com" <nicolehall211@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Hall nicolehall211@gmail.com US
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"carrollpresent@comcast.net" <carrollpresent@comcast.net>

From: "carrollpresent@comcast.net" <carrollpresent@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, carroll presant carrollpresent@comcast.net
US
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"hal@unfoldinguniverse.com" <hal@unfoldinguniverse.com>

From: "hal@unfoldinguniverse.com" <hal@unfoldinguniverse.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:48:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hal Hirshon hal@unfoldinguniverse.com US
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"joselgreco@gmail.com" <joselgreco@gmail.com>

From: "joselgreco@gmail.com" <joselgreco@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose Luis Greco joselgreco@gmail.com US
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"alarussa@roadrunner.com" <alarussa@roadrunner.com>

From: "alarussa@roadrunner.com" <alarussa@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, A Larussa alarussa@roadrunner.com US
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"kathyskolemfitch@earthlink.net" <kathyskolemfitch@earthlink.net>

From: "kathyskolemfitch@earthlink.net"
<kathyskolemfitch@earthlink.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Fitch kathyskolemfitch@earthlink.net
US
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"justinafaunt1@gmail.com" <justinafaunt1@gmail.com>

From: "justinafaunt1@gmail.com" <justinafaunt1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, T F justinafaunt1@gmail.com TN US
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"budsanson3@hotmail.com" <budsanson3@hotmail.com>

From: "budsanson3@hotmail.com" <budsanson3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bud Sanson budsanson3@hotmail.com SC
US
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"ninolovett@gmail.com" <ninolovett@gmail.com>

From: "ninolovett@gmail.com" <ninolovett@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ninoska Lovett ninolovett@gmail.com US
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"kimberlylaakso@gmail.com" <kimberlylaakso@gmail.com>

From: "kimberlylaakso@gmail.com" <kimberlylaakso@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Laakso kimberlylaakso@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hicklinjr@att.net" <hicklinjr@att.net>

From: "hicklinjr@att.net" <hicklinjr@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Hicklin hicklinjr@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"haskinskristin43@gmail.com" <haskinskristin43@gmail.com>

From: "haskinskristin43@gmail.com" <haskinskristin43@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristin Haskins haskinskristin43@gmail.com
US
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"thespis1@optonline.net" <thespis1@optonline.net>

From: "thespis1@optonline.net" <thespis1@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:47:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: m the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Welsher thespis1@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"olga.s.yates@gmail.com" <olga.s.yates@gmail.com>

From: "olga.s.yates@gmail.com" <olga.s.yates@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Olga Yates olga.s.yates@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"toni.j.thompson@gmail.com" <toni.j.thompson@gmail.com>

From: "toni.j.thompson@gmail.com" <toni.j.thompson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Toni Thompson toni.j.thompson@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dogwomn@pacbell.net" <dogwomn@pacbell.net>

From: "dogwomn@pacbell.net" <dogwomn@pacbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gilda Mangold dogwomn@pacbell.net US
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"marlenemann@charter.net" <marlenemann@charter.net>

From: "marlenemann@charter.net" <marlenemann@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marlene Mann marlenemann@charter.net US
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"wmoser07@gmail.com" <wmoser07@gmail.com>

From: "wmoser07@gmail.com" <wmoser07@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Moser wmoser07@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"heleniegreenie@gmail.com" <heleniegreenie@gmail.com>

From: "heleniegreenie@gmail.com" <heleniegreenie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helene Green heleniegreenie@gmail.com
US
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"paulette@fastnow.org" <paulette@fastnow.org>

From: "paulette@fastnow.org" <paulette@fastnow.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
wholeheartedly agree with the following comments: I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paulette Schindele paulette@fastnow.org US
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"ptsrppl2@hotmail.com" <ptsrppl2@hotmail.com>

From: "ptsrppl2@hotmail.com" <ptsrppl2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Johnson ptsrppl2@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"janerino@optonline.org" <janerino@optonline.org>

From: "janerino@optonline.org" <janerino@optonline.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Servadio janerino@optonline.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bjjoy333@gmail.com" <bjjoy333@gmail.com>

From: "bjjoy333@gmail.com" <bjjoy333@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bj Gould bjjoy333@gmail.com US
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"jclampson@gmail.com" <jclampson@gmail.com>

From: "jclampson@gmail.com" <jclampson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Lampson jclampson@gmail.com US
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"mccorrye@gmail.com" <mccorrye@gmail.com>

From: "mccorrye@gmail.com" <mccorrye@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eileen Mccorry mccorrye@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ignacio927@hotmail.com" <ignacio927@hotmail.com>

From: "ignacio927@hotmail.com" <ignacio927@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacie Hall ignacio927@hotmail.com US
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"peqkeeh@gmail.com" <peqkeeh@gmail.com>

From: "peqkeeh@gmail.com" <peqkeeh@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lesly Salazar peqkeeh@gmail.com US
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"cattp57@gmail.com" <cattp57@gmail.com>

From: "cattp57@gmail.com" <cattp57@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Pease cattp57@gmail.com US
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"clydecrews@hotmail.com" <clydecrews@hotmail.com>

From: "clydecrews@hotmail.com" <clydecrews@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Clyde Crews clydecrews@hotmail.com US
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"griffakat@gmail.com" <griffakat@gmail.com>

From: "griffakat@gmail.com" <griffakat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, kathy Lawless griffakat@gmail.com US
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"carter@brandeis.edu" <carter@brandeis.edu>

From: "carter@brandeis.edu" <carter@brandeis.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Carter carter@brandeis.edu US
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"couchgirl@comcast.net" <couchgirl@comcast.net>

From: "couchgirl@comcast.net" <couchgirl@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Mclinton couchgirl@comcast.net
US
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"clundemo@gmail.com" <clundemo@gmail.com>

From: "clundemo@gmail.com" <clundemo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Lundemo clundemo@gmail.com US
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"judyklayman@comcast.net" <judyklayman@comcast.net>

From: "judyklayman@comcast.net" <judyklayman@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Klayman judyklayman@comcast.net US
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"darrylhall.uploads@gmail.com" <darrylhall.uploads@gmail.com>

From: "darrylhall.uploads@gmail.com" <darrylhall.uploads@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. The man that hunts for anything other than food when
the hunted is not his equal is not a man but a bitch. Sincerely, Darryl Hall
darrylhall.uploads@gmail.com US
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"cathy.goldberg@live.com" <cathy.goldberg@live.com>

From: "cathy.goldberg@live.com" <cathy.goldberg@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I am confident I speak for the vast majority of
Americans who abhor trophy hunting and are shocked that any leniency would be granted to kill
animals for their body parts. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge
DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife
conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Goldberg cathy.goldberg@live.com US
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"nalasmom1961@cox.net" <nalasmom1961@cox.net>

From: "nalasmom1961@cox.net" <nalasmom1961@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Toy nalasmom1961@cox.net US
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"mrsparker71@gmail.com" <mrsparker71@gmail.com>

From: "mrsparker71@gmail.com" <mrsparker71@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Lees mrsparker71@gmail.com GB
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"cherasc1@gmail.com" <cherasc1@gmail.com>

From: "cherasc1@gmail.com" <cherasc1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Saunders cherasc1@gmail.com IL US
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"judycook44@hotmail.com" <judycook44@hotmail.com>

From: "judycook44@hotmail.com" <judycook44@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Cook judycook44@hotmail.com US
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"a.phipps102@gmail.com" <a.phipps102@gmail.com>

From: "a.phipps102@gmail.com" <a.phipps102@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Phipps a.phipps102@gmail.com US
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"Avemax@cox.net" <Avemax@cox.net>

From: "Avemax@cox.net" <Avemax@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maxine Cohen Avemax@cox.net RI US
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"tomscesniak@gmail.com" <tomscesniak@gmail.com>

From: "tomscesniak@gmail.com" <tomscesniak@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Scesniak tomscesniak@gmail.com
US
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"melissamegand@gmail.com" <melissamegand@gmail.com>

From: "melissamegand@gmail.com" <melissamegand@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa DiCarlo melissamegand@gmail.com
US
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"coachrmrose@gmail.com" <coachrmrose@gmail.com>

From: "coachrmrose@gmail.com" <coachrmrose@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Rose coachrmrose@gmail.com US
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"deacon.gail1@gmail.com" <deacon.gail1@gmail.com>

From: "deacon.gail1@gmail.com" <deacon.gail1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Reynolds deacon.gail1@gmail.com US
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"louise.rqtex@gmail.com" <louise.rqtex@gmail.com>

From: "louise.rqtex@gmail.com" <louise.rqtex@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Zimmer louise.rqtex@gmail.com US
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"azsuejo@hotmail.com" <azsuejo@hotmail.com>

From: "azsuejo@hotmail.com" <azsuejo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Johnston azsuejo@hotmail.com US
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"lobolsky@tcscomm.com" <lobolsky@tcscomm.com>

From: "lobolsky@tcscomm.com" <lobolsky@tcscomm.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lenny Obolsky lobolsky@tcscomm.com CO
US
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"grchambrun@gmail.com" <grchambrun@gmail.com>

From: "grchambrun@gmail.com" <grchambrun@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gwendolyn Chambrun
grchambrun@gmail.com NY US
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"joanvc@howardcenter.org" <joanvc@howardcenter.org>

From: "joanvc@howardcenter.org" <joanvc@howardcenter.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:45:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Van Cour joanvc@howardcenter.org VT
US
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"koeldridge@verizon.net" <koeldridge@verizon.net>

From: "koeldridge@verizon.net" <koeldridge@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Eldridge koeldridge@verizon.net US
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"roman@precisionwatches.com" <roman@precisionwatches.com>

From: "roman@precisionwatches.com"
<roman@precisionwatches.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roman Murat roman@precisionwatches.com
US
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"lottamobass@gmail.com" <lottamobass@gmail.com>

From: "lottamobass@gmail.com" <lottamobass@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Raymond Lee lottamobass@gmail.com MI
US
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"nina.lockwood@gmail.com" <nina.lockwood@gmail.com>

From: "nina.lockwood@gmail.com" <nina.lockwood@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nina Lockwood nina.lockwood@gmail.com
US
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"nichole@rkventure.com" <nichole@rkventure.com>

From: "nichole@rkventure.com" <nichole@rkventure.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nichole Garcia nichole@rkventure.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jsamek@nycap.rr.com" <jsamek@nycap.rr.com>

From: "jsamek@nycap.rr.com" <jsamek@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Samek jsamek@nycap.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pammyds58@gmail.com" <pammyds58@gmail.com>

From: "pammyds58@gmail.com" <pammyds58@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Strawser pammyds58@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sundayharvie@msn.com" <sundayharvie@msn.com>

From: "sundayharvie@msn.com" <sundayharvie@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sunday Harvie sundayharvie@msn.com MI
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nallum@bellsouth.net" <nallum@bellsouth.net>

From: "nallum@bellsouth.net" <nallum@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Neville Allum nallum@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dawndewitt28@msn.com" <dawndewitt28@msn.com>

From: "dawndewitt28@msn.com" <dawndewitt28@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Dewitt dawndewitt28@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susansaucedo@bellsouth.net" <susansaucedo@bellsouth.net>

From: "susansaucedo@bellsouth.net" <susansaucedo@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Saucedo
susansaucedo@bellsouth.net US
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"jkswain36@att.net" <jkswain36@att.net>

From: "jkswain36@att.net" <jkswain36@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Swain jkswain36@att.net US
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"crmaddy@hotmail.com" <crmaddy@hotmail.com>

From: "crmaddy@hotmail.com" <crmaddy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, CR Maddy crmaddy@hotmail.com US
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"aplewis007@gmail.com" <aplewis007@gmail.com>

From: "aplewis007@gmail.com" <aplewis007@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrew Lewis aplewis007@gmail.com GA
US
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"corbett9011@comcast.net" <corbett9011@comcast.net>

From: "corbett9011@comcast.net" <corbett9011@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jack Corbett corbett9011@comcast.net US
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"ruthkeenanevans@gmail.com" <ruthkeenanevans@gmail.com>

From: "ruthkeenanevans@gmail.com" <ruthkeenanevans@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:44:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Keenan Evans
ruthkeenanevans@gmail.com US
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"goreydetails@hotmail.com" <goreydetails@hotmail.com>

From: "goreydetails@hotmail.com" <goreydetails@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia Koerth goreydetails@hotmail.com US
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"slwasserman98@gmail.com" <slwasserman98@gmail.com>

From: "slwasserman98@gmail.com" <slwasserman98@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sawyer Wasserman
slwasserman98@gmail.com US
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"ribaby31@gmail.com" <ribaby31@gmail.com>

From: "ribaby31@gmail.com" <ribaby31@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Riann Lemler ribaby31@gmail.com US
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"juliyeti@gmail.com" <juliyeti@gmail.com>

From: "juliyeti@gmail.com" <juliyeti@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juliette Brush-Hoover juliyeti@gmail.com US
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"rca1@comcast.net" <rca1@comcast.net>

From: "rca1@comcast.net" <rca1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosemarie Agosta rca1@comcast.net US
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"cashlm44@gmail.com" <cashlm44@gmail.com>

From: "cashlm44@gmail.com" <cashlm44@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Cash cashlm44@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"clay121@verizon.net" <clay121@verizon.net>

From: "clay121@verizon.net" <clay121@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, joanne bryant clay121@verizon.net PA US
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"13ink11@gmail.com" <13ink11@gmail.com>

From: "13ink11@gmail.com" <13ink11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Oxyer 13ink11@gmail.com US
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"keth@awakening-healing.com" <keth@awakening-healing.com>

From: "keth@awakening-healing.com" <keth@awakening-healing.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keth Luke keth@awakening-healing.com FL
US




